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INTRODUCTION 

The Western Juniper (Horse Ridge) Research Natural Area is a 600 acre 

tract of land in Deschutes County, Oregon. It is entirely surrounded 

by a BLM wilderness inventory unit, Number OR-5-5, Horse Ridge, which 

contains 4,855 acres. 

The Research Natural Area (RNA) was evaluated for wilderness character¬ 
istics in 1979. The entire RNA was re-evaluated during the intensive 

wilderness inventory of the larger unit which surrounds it. That 

inventory was completed in November 1980. It has been determined that 

the RNA does not have wilderness characteristics, either alone or as a 

part of Inventory Unit 5-5. 

Ten public comments were received in 1979 on the initial finding 

concerning the RNA alone. All supported the determination that the RNA 

lacks wilderness characteristics. They included comments from the 

State Departments of Forestry, Fish and Wildlife, and Parks and 

Recreation, and from the Association of Oregon Counties. Two comments 

were received in 1980 in response to the proposed decision to eliminate 

Unit 5-5 from further wilderness review. One supported and one opposed 

the proposed decision. Neither comment was from an elected official. 
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WILDERNESS INSTANT STUDY AREA RECOMMENDATION 

The Western Juniper Research Natural Area and the surrounding wilder¬ 
ness inventory Unit, Number OR-5-5, do not possess wilderness 
characteristics. BLM recommends to the Secretary of the Interior that 
Congress find the entire area to be unsuitable for wilderness. 

Neither the RNA alone nor Inventory Unit 5-5 satisfy any of the size 
requirements for wilderness areas. Ihe RNA and most of the Inventory 
Unit appear to be have been affected primarily by the forces of nature. 
However, traffic sounds can be regularly heard in the area. 

The topography includes Horse Ridge and Horse Ridge Summit, which are 
steep-sloped basalt hills. Within the RNA alone, the topography is 
relatively flat, rising in elevation from 1,240 to 1,430m (4,100 to 
4,700 feet). The vegetation of the entire area consists of dense 
stands of western juniper with sage and other shrubs and grasses. The 
topography and vegetation provide some screening, but the opportunities 
for solitude within this area are not outstanding. 

None of the opportunities for primitive and unconfined recreation are 
outstanding because there are no features or points of interest to 
attract vistors, there is only limited diversity in the terrain and 
vegetation, and the size and shape of the inventory unit are confining. 
The RNA alone is very small and completely surrounded by a fence. 

This recommendation will not cause any significant economic or social 
impacts. 

Ihe short-term and long-term effects of this recommendation would be to 
remove the entire area from the constraints of the interim management 
policy guidelines imposed by Section 603 (c) of the Federal Land Policy 
and Management Act of 1976. Ihe previously designated 600 acres would 
be maintained in their existing condition under continuing management 
as a research natural area. The 4,255 contiguous acres of roadless 
public land would be managed for multiple use according to current BLM 
guidelines and procedures. 

f 

The study has not identified any options that would be foregone if this 
recommendation is adopted. 

/s/ Robert F. Burford 

Director, Bureau of Land Management 
July 22, 1983 

Date 
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STATISTICAL SUMMARY 

Western Juniper (Horse Ridge) 

Research Natural Area 

Deschutes County, Oregon 

Prineville District 

Total 

Acres 1/ 

Previously 

Designated 

Area 

Contiguous 

Lands 

Acres in Inventory Unit 4,855 600 4,255 

Acres without Wilderness 

Characteristics 4,855 600 4,255 

Acres with Wilderness 

Characteristics — — — 

Acres Recommended Suitable 

for Designation — — — 

Acres Recommended Not Suitable 

for Designation 4,855 600 4,255 

OWNERSHIP OF LANDS WITHIN BOUNDARIES OF WILDERNESS STUDY AREA 

Gross Total Acres Public Land State Lands Private Lands 

4,855 4,855 — — 

l/ Public lands only. 
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BACKGROUND INFORMATION 

The Western Juniper (Horse Ridge) Research Natural Area (RNA) was 
established in March 1967. The area is located on top of Horse Ridge, 

a landform which rises above the surrounding plateau. The topography 
within the natural area is relatively flat with gentle, rolling hills. 

It rises from north to south, toward Horse Ridge Summit which lies 

outside the area to the southeast. Virtually the entire area is 

covered by a western juniper/big sagebrush/threadleaf sedge plant 

community. A distinctive characteristic of the area is that it is 

essentially ungrazed, cattle not having been attracted to the area 

because of its distance from available water. 

This natural area offers unique opportunities for several kinds of 

studies: 1) of hybridization of two or three native grasses, a 

phenomenon which appears to occur more often in the RNA than elsewhere 

in similar vegetation communities; 2) of the place of threadleaf sedge 

in the western juniper vegetation zone of central Oregon; and 3) of the 

influence of juniper on the distribution of other plants within its 

crown and root zones. No other significant resource values have been 

identified in the area. 

The initial finding that the Western Juniper Research Natural Area does 
not have wilderness characteristics was announced on April 26, 1979. A 

60-day period for public review and comment was announced on the same 

day. Public meetings were held in several locations, including Bend 

and Portland, to discuss the preliminary finding and to receive 

comments. 

In the initial finding it was recognized that the RNA is essentially 

natural and appears to be affected primarily by the forces of nature. 

However, U. S. Highway 20 is about one mile from the RNA, the BLM 

managed Millican Valley off-road recreational vehicle area is less than 

two miles away, and the sounds from both can regularly be heard in the 

area. The opportunities for solitude are not outstanding because of 

the small size of the area, the limited amount and diversity of topo¬ 

graphic and vegetative screening, and the intrusions of traffic sounds. 

There are opportunities for a number of kinds of primitive and 

unconfined recreational activities in the RNA, such as hiking, nature 

study, hunting and photography. The opportunities are less than 

outstanding because there are no special features or points of interest 

to attract visitors, there is little diversity in the terrain and 

vegetation, and the small size of the RNA is confining. The longest 

walk a person could take within the RNA would be little more than a 

mile before encountering its boundary fence. Finally, with only 600 

acres, the RNA is not of sufficient size to make practicable its 

preservation and use as a wilderness area. 

Ten comments were received from individuals, organizations or agencies. 
All ten of the comments supported the initial finding. Two of them 

specifically mentioned that the area and its research values should be 
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preserved and that research natural area designation is more appro¬ 

priate than wilderness status would be. All public comments submitted 

regarding this area are available in the Permanent Documentation File 

at the Prineville District Office. Copies are also included in 

Appendix B of this report. 

The State Director's final determination that the Western Juniper 

(Horse Ridge) Instant Study Area does not possess wilderness 

characteristics was announced on August 29, 1979. At the same time it 

was also announced that the area would be re-evaluated during the 

intensive inventory of the contiguous inventory unit which surrounds 
the natural area. 

The intensive inventory of Unit 5-5, which surrounds and includes the 
RNA, was carried out during 1979 and 1980. The unit contains Horse 

Ridge and Horse Ridge Summit which are steep sloped basalt hills, and 

there is a small, jagged basalt rim parallel to the southern boundary. 

The vegetation community is dominated by dense stands of western 

juniper, with an understory of big sage, threadleaf sedge, rabbitbrush, 

bitterbrush, bluebunch wheatgrass, Idaho fescue and other shrubs and 
grasses. 

The State Director's proposed decision to eliminate the inventory unit 

from further wilderness review was announced on March 27, 1980. That 

announcement was followed by a 90-day period for public review and 

comment. Public meetings were held during the comment period at 

several locations, including Prineville and Portland, to discuss the 

proposed decision and to receive comments. 

The proposed decision was based on several points. First, the 

inventory unit contains less than 5,000 acres and does not satisfy any 

of the exceptions to that minimum size requirement. Second, while most 

of the unit appears to be generally natural, there are a number of 

substantially noticeable human imprints and traffic sounds from Highway 

20 and the off-road vehicle area can regularly be heard. Opportunities 

for solitude are less than outstanding because the limited amount of 

topographic and vegetative screening and the small size and narrow 

shape of the unit would make it difficult for visitors to avoid the 

sights and sounds of other people. Similarly, the inventory unit does 

not offer outstanding opportunities for primitive and unconfined 

recreation because it contains no special features, there is only a 
limited amount of diversity in topography and vegetation, and the small 

size and narrow shape of the unit are confining. 

Two comments were received concerning the proposed decision for Unit 
5-5. One comment supported the proposed decision and one disagreed 

with it. The latter comment stated that the southern side of the unit 

offered outstanding opportunities for solitude and that hiking and 

bird-watching are excellent. All public comments submitted regarding 

this inventory unit are in the Permanent Documentation File at the 

Prineville District Office. Copies are also included in Appendix B of 

this report. 
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In response to the comment opposing the proposed decision, the 

opportunities for solitude and primitive and unconfined types of 

recreation were re-evaluated and the original determinations that the 

opportunities are not outstanding were re-affirmed. The State 

Director's final decision to eliminate Inventory Unit 5-5 from further 

wilderness review was announced on November 14, 1980. The announcement 

was followed by a 30-day period during which the public could file 

protests of the State Director's final intensive inventory decisions. 

No protests of the decision concerning Unit 5-5 were received and there 

have been no appeals of the decision filed with the Interior Board of 

Land Appeals. The final decision is now in effect and the area is no 

longer under the constraints of the Interim Management Policy. The 

600-acre RNA continues to be managed as a research natural area. 
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Appendix 6 

I. 

II 

III 

IV. 

Page 1 of 1 

WILDERNESS INVENTORY 

WILDERNESS SUMMARY SHEET 

LOCATION 

Inventory unit No. (area or island, grouping of areas or islands):OR-5-5 

Areas/island name: Western Juniper Instant Study Area_ 

District: Prineville_state: Oregon_ 

SUMMARY: 

A. Results of wilderness characteristics analysis. 

1 . 

2. 

.J 

4. 

Does the area or island appear to be natural? 

Does the area or island offer outstanding 

opportunities for solitude or a primitive 

and unconfined type recreation? 

Does the area meet any of the size 

requirements? 

Does the area or island have supplemental 

va Ivies? 

X yes no 

yes X no 

X no yes 

yes X no 

3. Resulting map. 

Attach a map showing inventory unit, roads, area with possibility 

of returning to a natural state, recommended boundary of wilderness 

study area (WSA). 

RECOMMENTATION 

Check one: 

_Area or island should be approved as a WSA. 

_X_Area or island does not qualify for wilderness study. 

__A portion of the area(s) or island(s) should be approved as a 

WSA for further study and reported to the President. The 

restrictions imposed by Section 603 will no longer apply 

(reference to map) on the remainder of the area. 

APPROVAL 

A. District Manager 

Date: 

B. State Director: 

Date: 

'/hi - :? - 4:i 

30 



Appendix 5 

Page 1 of 8 

WILDERNESS INTENSIVE INVENTORY 

UNIT NO. _OR-5-5 

Explain by a concise 
characteristics (for 

Handbook): 

name of AREA Western Juniper Instant 
Study Area 

narrative the following essential wilderness 

guidance see text in the Wilderness Inventory 

1. SIZE 

Narrative: 

The Western Juniper (Horse Ridge) Instant Study Area contains 600 
acres of contiguous public land that is about 19 miles southeast 
of Bend, south of U.S. Highway 20. This 600 acre natural area is 
a rectangular shaped tract of fenced land that lies within sections 
15 and 22, T. 19 S., R. 14 E., W.M., at 43055' N. latitude, 
120° 02' W. longitude. 

Summary: 1. Does the area have at least 5,000 acres o 
land and is it of sufficient size to wake 
its preservation and use in an unimpaired 

f coni', tguous 
practicable 

cord it.ion? 

(circle one) 

2. Does the island have 
its preservation and 

sufficient size to male practicable 

use in an unitnpairec. condition? 

YES NO (circle one) 

SIGNATURE n 1 v> //QflA 
didP analvsEs a (Who didP analysts and 

22 

DATE: 3/29/79 



Appendix 5 

Page 2 of S 

UNIT NO. OR-5-5 

2. NATURALNESS 

Narrative: The topography of the Western Juniper Instant Study Area varies 
in elevation from 4,100 to 4,700 feet. It straddles a portion of Horse 
Ridge which rises above the relatively flat to undulating basalt plateaus of 
of Horse Ridge and Horse Ridge Summit. 

The vegetation within this area includes dense stands of western juniper, 
big sage, threadleaf sedge, bitterbrush, bluebunch wheatgrass, Idaho fescue, 
native shrubs and native grasse species. As the topography rises in the 
southern portion of this area, the western juniper stands become more 
concentrated and surround the undulating plateaus within this area usually 
with an understory of big sage and threadleaf sedge plant communities. 

The majority of the southern half of this area contains different sizes of 
reddish brown basalt rock in light brown sandy textured pumice soil. The 
northern half contains only isolated reddish brown rock outcropings with 
the same basic soil types. 

Practically all of the Western Juniper Instant Study Area generally appears 
to have been affected primarily by the forces of nature with the imprint of 
man’s work substantially unnoticeable, There are two portions within this 
area where the primeval character of the landscape has been obviously altered 
by the works of man. (See map on following page for these two locations 
mentioned below in narrative). 

Portions of two abandoned ways (unmaintained roads) located in the southeast 
(1) and northeast (2) portions of this fenced area are slowly back to a 
natural state through the forces of nature, but are noticeable within their 
immediate vicinity. 

nummary: Does the area or island generally appear to have been affected 

primarily by the forces of nature, with the imprint of man's 
work substantially unnoticeable? 

NO (circle one) 

SIGNATURE: .* ' L 

DATE: 3/29/79 





Appendix 5 

Page 3 of 8 

UNIT NO. OR-5-5 

RECREATION ANALYSIS 

A. SOLITUDE 

Narrative: There are two overbearing intrusions that periodically re¬ 
strict the attempt to experience outstanding opportunities for solitude 
within this Instant Study Area. (See attached map for the two locations 
of these intrusions that are mentioned below in narrative). 

The first intrusion (#A) on accompanying map) is State Highway 20 which is 
located approximately one mile from the northern boundary of this Instant 
Study Area (I.S.A.) It appeared to be impossible to get away from the 
penetrating noise that periodically came from this highway while hiking 
and stopping occasionally to evaluate the potential for outstanding 
opportunities for solitude within the northern half of this area. 

The second intrusion (#B) on accompanying map) comes from the Millican 
Valley Off-Road Recreation Vehicle Area managed by the Prineville District 
of the Bureau of Land Management. The Off-Road Vehicle Starting Area for 
BLM-controlled Off-road vehicle activities in this area is located less 
than two miles from the southern half of this I.S.A. (SE% of Section 26, 
T. 19 S., R. 14 E., W.M.). Periodic intrusions from these recreational 
activities restricted the attempt to experience outstanding opportunities 
for solitude in the southern half of this I.S.A. 

Although there are some topographic relief and vegetative screening 
created by stands of western juniper within this Instant Study Area, out¬ 
standing opportunities for solitude just within this 600 acre natural area 
also appeared to be very restrictive in nature due to its limited size. 

A forthcoming Wilderness Intensive Inventory of the entire Wilderness 
Inventory Unit (OR-5-5) which includes the Western Juniper Instant Study 
Area will be in the near future to determine if outstanding opportunities 
for solitude may exist within portions of the total inventory unit which 
encompasses 4,624 acres of contiguous public land. 

Summary: Does the area have outstanding opportunities for solitude? 

YES /NO (circle one) 

DATE: 3/29/79 
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Appendix 5 

Page 4 of 8 

UNIT N0- OR-5-5 

B. PRIMITIVE AND UNCONFINTD RECREATION 

Narrative: 

Outstanding primitive and unconfined types of recreation are very 
restricted within the western Juniper Instant Study Area due to its 
confining size. The combination of topographic relief vegetative 
screening created by stands of western juniper are also not 
sufficient enough to create the impression that one is free to enjoy 
unconfine.d movement within this Instant Study Area for the above 
mentioned reasons, including the knowledge that this entire area 
is completely fenced. These confining attributes including the 
absence of any water sources seriously restrict any attempt to 
experience outstanding primitive and unconfined types of recreation 
in this area. 

Summary: 
Does the ares have outstanding opportunities for a primitive 
and unconfined type of recreation? 

YES (circle one) 

SIGNATURE: 
DATE: 3/29/79 

25 
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UNIT NO. OR-5-5 

4. SUPPLEMENTAL VALUES 

Narrative: The Western Juniper Instant Study Area resulted from this 
area being designated in March, 1967 as a research natural area. The 
primary reasons why this 600 acres tract of public land was established 
as a research natural area include; 

1) It contains a representative stand of western juniper (Juniperus- 
occidentalis) - big sagebrush (artimisia Tridentata) vegetative plant 
community that is found within the Central Oregon Juniper zone. 

2) It is a fully protected area that is carefully used for educational and 
research purposes, (authorized by the Prinveille District, Bureau of Land 
Management). 

3) It is an area where human activities are very minimal and therefor could 
be used as a pristine baseline area for future research studies comparing this 
type of area with similar areas where man's activities are occuring, and perhaps 
changing, the existing ecosystems in these areas. 

4) This research natural area contains sites where the natural processes of 
undisturbed ecosystems can be studied. Even long-term research studies can be 
conducted with the assurance that this fenced area has been permanently set 
aside for educational and research purposes. 

5) This area could also contain relatively pristine gene pool preserves for a 
host of different types of flora and fauna existing in a Central Oregon Western 
Juniper type ecosystem. This is also an excellent area to monitor the micro¬ 
changes in herbaceous dominance that is apparently influenced by the Western 
Juniper habitat. 

In summary, the plant community that exists within this Instant Study Area is 
quite interesting. The hybridization of bottlebrush squirreltail (Sitanion 
hystrix) and bluebunch wheatgrass (Agropyron Spicatum) tends to be more abundant 
within this Instant Study Area than any other areas within the Central Oregon 
Juniper Zone. Recent studies suggest that the Western Juniper trees may affect 
the distribution of plant species. It has also been recently discovered that 
Idaho fescue appears to clearly dominate, and almost (cont. on next page) 

Summary: Does the area contain ecological, geological, or other features 

of scientific, educational, scenic, or historical value? 

SIGNATURE: 

(circle one) 

DATE: 3/29/79 
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Page 5 of 8 

UNIT NO. OR-5-5 

4. SUPPLEMENTAL values (Continued) 

Narrative: 

completely exclude big sagebrush, and greatly reduce the quantity of 
threadleaf sedge in portions of this area. 

These apparently unique conditions contribute to a very unique community 
where the microchanges in herbaceous dominance that are apparently influenced 
by the Western Juniper trees can be carefully monitored. 

A tentative list of mammals that are believed to exist within this Instant 
Study Area is also included with this section of the Wilderness Intensive 
Inventory. 

Summary: Does the area contain ecological, geological, or other features 

of scientific, educational, scenic, or historical value? 

SIGNATURE: 

NO (circle one) 

DATE: 3/29/79 
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4) Supplemental Values 

TENTATIVE 

Order 

Insectivora 

Chiroptera 

Lagomorpha 

Rodentia 

Carnivora 

Artiodactyla 

LIST OF MAMMALS FOR HORSE RIDGE RESEARCH NATURAL AREA 

Scientific name 

Sorex merriami 
Sorex vagrans 
Antrozous pallidus 
Eptesicus fuscus 
Lasionycteris noctivagans 
Lasiurus borealis 
Lasiurus cinereus 
Myotis californicus 
Myotis evotis 
Myotis lucifugus 
Myotis subulatus 
Myotis thysanodes 
Myotis volans 
Myotis yumanensis 
Pipistrellus hesperus 
Plecotus townsendi 
Lepus californicus 
Sylvilagus idahoensis 
Sylvilagus nuttalli 
Dipodomys ordi 
Erethizon dorsatum 
Eutamias minimus 
Lagurus curtatus 
Marmota flaviventris 
Microtus longicaudus 
Microtu montanus 
Neotoma cinerea 
Onychomys leucogaster 
Perognathus parvus 
Peromyscus maniculatus 
Reithrodontomys megalotis 
Spermophilus beecheyi 
Spermophilus beldingi 
Spermophilus townsendi 
Thomomys talpoides 
Cam's latrans 
Lynx rufus 
Mephitis mephitis 
Mustela frenata 
Spilogale putorius 
Taxidea taxus 
Urocyon cinereoargenteus 
Vulpes fulva 
Odocoileus h. hemionus 

Common name 

Merriam shrew 
wandering shrew 
pallid bat 
big brown bat 
silver-haired bat 
red bat 
hoary bat 
California myotis 
long-eared myotis 
little brown myotis 
small-footed myotis 
fringed myotis 
long-legged myotis 
Yumma myotis 
western pipistrel 
Townsend big-eared bat 
black-tailed jack rabbit 
pigmy rabbit 
mountain cottontail 
Ord kangaroo rat 
porcupine 
least chipmunk 
sage vole 
yellow-bellied marmot 
long-tailed vole 
mountain vole 
bushy-tailed wood rat 
northern grasshopper mouse 
Great Basin pocket mouse 
deer mouse 
western harvest mouse 
California ground squirrel 
Bel ding ground squirrel 
Townsend ground squirrel 
northern pocket gopher 
coyote 
bobcat 
striped skunk 
long-tailed weasel 
spotted skunk or civet cat 
badger 
gray fox 
red fox 
mule deer 
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UNIT NO, QR-5-5 

Narrative: 

The two ways (unmaintained roads) identified in the Natural ness 
Section are in the process of reverting back through the forces of 
nature to a natural condition without interference by man. 

In addition the abundance of vegetation combined with the surround¬ 
ing terrain tends to reduce the visual evidence of these ways 
within the two identified portions of this Instant Study Area. 
(See map on following page). 

Summary: If the area or island were to become a wilderness become a wilderness area, could 
ieduced by either natural 

a level judged to be substan- 

the imprint of man's work be ieduced by either nat 

processes or by hand labor to a level judged to bo 
tiaily unnoticcabie? 

NO (circle one) 

SICNATUK 
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APPENDIX A-2 

Invensive Inventory of 

Inventory Unit 5-5 
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FINAL DECISION 

INTENSIVE WILDERNESS INVENTORY 

Invencocy Unic Number 5-5 

Inventory Unic Name Horse Ridge_ 

District Prineville_ State Oregon 

Recommenda cion 

Final Decision: Eliminate from further wilderness review. 

Rationale: Although there are several areas where the works of man are 

substantially noticeable, the wilderness intensive inventory also came to the 

conclusion that the majority of this area generally appeared to have been 

affected primarily by the forces of nature. It remains clear, however, that 

opportunities for solitude are less than outstanding due to the unit's 

relative small size, narrow configuration, and a limited amount of vegetation 

and topographic screening capabilities. 

Primitive and unconfined types of recreation activities such as botanic 

studies, sightseeing, hiking, hunting, and wildlife observation are available 

within this unit. These opportunities are also less than outstanding, due to 

the lack of exceptional or unusual recreational attractions, natural 

features, and relatively small size of this unit. 

The quality of these recreational opportunities formed by these 

attributes are less than outstanding for the reasons stated above. 

Staff Specialist 

Approval 

District Manager 

~r 
/ ' 

Date 

i r. c i c s 
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wilderness inventory 
WILDERNESS SUMMARY- SHEET 

I. LOCATION 

Inventory unit No. (area or island, grouping of areas or islands): 5-5 

Areas/Island name: HOC se Ridge_ 

District: Prineville State: Oregon 

II. SUMMARY: 

A. Results of wilderness characteristics analysis. 

1. Does the area or island appear to be natural? X ots . no 
-> ' Does the area or island offer outstanding o 

opportunities 

and uncoilf ined 

for solitude or a primitive 

type recreation? X no 

3. Does the area 

requirenents? 

meet any of the size 
X yes no 

A . Docs the area 

v a 1 u e s ? 

or island have supplemental 
X yes no 

3. Resulting map. 

Attach a map showing inventory unit, roads, area with possibility 

of returning to a natural state, recommended boundary of wilderness 

study area (WSA). 

III. R E COMMENTATION 

Check one: 

_Area or island should be approved as a WSA. 

X Area or island does not qualify for wilderness study. 

_A portion of the area(s) or island(s) should be approved as a 

WSA for further study and reported to the President. The 

restrictions imposed by Section 603 will no longer apply 

(reference to map) on the remainder of the area. 

IV. APPROVAL 

A. District Manager: _ 

Date: 

State D irector: 

Date: 
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Prineville District 

Unit Mumber: 5-5 

Unit Name: Horse Ridge (This unit encompasses the 600 acre Horse Ridge 
Instant Study Area) 

Revision of Unit Boundaries: 

During the intensive inventory of this unit, a portion of the northern 
boundary did not meet the wilderness road criteria. (See 5-5 Appendix-A 
in this casefile for details.) An additional 231 acres of public land 
mangaed by BtM was added to this unit (was excluded later because of its 
small size and unnatural ness). 

I. SIZE 

This unit contains 4,855 acres of public land managed by BLM. 233 acres 
were mainly excluded because a small area was bisected from the main 
portion of this unit, (231 acres) due to the old State Highway 20. The 
other two acres were excluded because two ways were found within this unit 
in a highly unnatural condition. The remaining acreage that generally 
remains in a natural condition is 4,622 acres of public land managed by 
BLM. 

Location: 

19 miles southeast of Bend, and directly south of State Highway 20. 

Boundaries: 

BLM, State maintained roads, and private inholdings encompass all the 
boundaries of this unit. 



II. DESCRIPTION OF THE ENVIRONMENT 

The Horse Ridge Wilderness Inventory Unit is approximately five miles 
long and up to 2.5 miles wide. There are two major topographic features 
that dominate this landscape. Horse Ridge and Horse Ridge Summit extend 
in an east-west direction for approximately 4 miles, and are located just 
south of State Highway 20. Horse Ridge and Horse Ridge Summit rise 
several hundred feet above the small bajadas north of these high rolling 
hills. (See picture #1 in this section.) The contrast between Horse 
Ridge and the desert plateau along the southern boundary of this unit 
isn't very high, due to the higher elevation of the desert plateau that 
can be seen in picture #2 within this section. The core of this unit 
contains rolling terrain that accommodates different densities and 
clusters of juniper trees. Horse Ridge and Horse Ridge Summit are rather 
dome shaped, and contain several small ravines that radiate out from the 
northern flank of these hills. Picture #1 in this section best 
illustrates the topography and vegetative composition of this unit. The 
southwestern portion of Horse Ridge rises to the south for about one 
mile, then abruptly slopes downward, joining a secluded valley just south 
of the unit boundary, as seen in picture #3 in this section. A 
relatively dense stand of western juniper trees shelters several isolated 
outcroppings of Columbia River Basalt, scattered among countless amounts 
of small basalt rocks that can also be seen in picture #2 in this 
section. There are also basalt outcroppings on vHorse Ridge Summit 
(around 4,700 feet in elevation), as seen in picture #4 in this section. 
The predominant understory plant species within this unit (including the 
Horse Ridge Research Natural Area/Instant Study Area) that were 
identified within this unit include big sage, rabbitbrush, bitterbrush, 
threadleaf sedge, bluebunch wheatgrass, Idaho fescue, and other plant 
species. The Horse Ridge Research Natural Area/Instant Study Area 
contains 600 acres of public land that is completely surrounded by the 
Horse Ridge Inventory Unit. (See Supplemental Values - Section VI for 
details.) The northwestern portion of Unit 5-5 also contains several 
shallow basins along the northern and western flanks of Horse Ridge. 
(See picture #5 in this section.) Several different densities of juniper 
trees within this portion also create interesting vegetative patterns 
when viewed from a distance (see picture #1 in this section.). A small 
bajada extends north and west of Horse Ridge, that accommodates a healthy 
stand of juniper trees. (See picture #6 in this section.) 



Description of the Environment Photo Log 

V<o_ At\ 
ing soutn-southwest) 

Horse RidgeSummit is located in the extreme left-hand 
corner of this picture. Horse Ridge can almost be 
entirely seen in this picture. Note the irregular 
vegetative patterns and densities of the juniper trees 
scattered on this dome shaped hill. This picture was 
taken in Unit 5-21, north of State Highway 20. Horse 
Ridge lies just south of this State Highway, which can be 
partically seen in the left hand portion of this picture. 

icture #2 (looking W.-N.West) 

orse Ridge abruptly ends in the S. 
estern portion of this unit, joinl 
secluded valley south of the 

:uthern boundary road that is seen 
n this picture. 



icture #3 (looking West) 

he stands of juniper trees seen in 
.he right hand corner of this picture 
re part of this unit. The road seen 
n this picture is part of the 
outhern boundary. 

'icture #4 (looking West) 

.ugged outcroppings of Columbia Rive 
basalt were found throughout this 
nit. This picture depicts the 
asalt outcroppings that are located 
ear the crest of Horse Ridge Summit 



cture #5 (looking S. East) 
i 

;ry shallow and open faced draws are 
'pical of topography found along the 
)rthern and northwestern flanks of 
,rse Ridge. Note the irregular 
.•nsities and vegetative patterns of 
ie juniper trees in this portion of 
le unit. 

cture #6 (looking S. East) 

e northwestern portion of this unit 
ntains a small bajada that 
commodates a dense stand of juniper 
ees, as seen in this picture, 
ote: this picture was taken about 
5 miles N.W. of unit boundary.) 



cture #7 (looking North) 

jrse Ridge Natural Area Plaque is in 
le S.E. portion of this 600 acre 
?nced area. 



-k ■ 



III. NATURALNESS 

There are several portion of this unit that have been altered by the 
works of man, and no longer remain in a natural condition. Over two 
miles of the old State Highway 20, bisected a small portion of this unit 
containing 231 acres. This abandoned highway was considered to be a way 
because it is no longer maintained. (See pictures #1 and #2 in this 
section.) Part of this excluded acreage included a wooden pole utility 
powerline that parallels portions of the old and new state highway 20. 
(See picture #3 in this section.) The portion of this utility powerline 
that extended east of the excluded portion created by the old State 
Highway 20 was also excluded from this unit because it did not blend in 
with its surrounding environment, and closely paralleled the old State 
Highway 20. There were also two ways over two mile in length that were, 
highly unnatural in their appearance. (See pictures #3, #4, & #5 in.this 
section.) These ways were found south, and east of Horse Ridge Summit, 
and east of the Horse Ridge Research Natural Area. Other ways were also 
found within this unit, that can be located on the map, or seen in 
pictures #4, #6, & #7 in this section. Several cut juniper trees were 
found in the Northern portion of this unit. There are also thirteen 
miles of fence (see picture #4 in this section.), two miles of dirt bike 
ways, and an abandoned junked car located in the northern portion of this 
unit. (See picture #8 in this section.) There were also two ways found 
in the Horse Ridge Natural Area, that are now surrounded by a fence. 
These ways are rapidly reverting back to a natural appearing condition 
through the forces of nature, as seen in picture #9 in this section. The 
remaining portions of this unit generally appear to have been affected 
primarily for the forces of nature. 



III. Natural ness Photo Log 

icture #1 (looking East) 

)1 d State Highway 20 
ortion of this unit, 
cres. 
ocated 

bisects a small 
containing 231 

This excluded portion is 
in the left hand corner of 

.his picture. The old State Highway 
:0 was considered to be a way because 
t is no longer maintained. (North 
jortion of the old State Highway 20.) 

icture #2 (looking 

he southern portion 
0 ends at the point 
icture. 

South) 

of State Highway 
seen in this 



South) icture #3 (looking 

ne of the ways described in the 
amative for Section III can be seen 
n the crest of Horse Ridge Summit, 
oint A is the utility power!ine that 
arallels State Highway 20. Note the 
ence in the foreground of this 
icture. There are 13 miles of fence 
ithin this unit, but these 
encelines don't dominate the 
and scape within this unit. 

icture #4 (looking North) 

his way was found extending north 
long the Horse Ridge Natural Area, 
t ended several yards from this 
ho to point. 



Picture #5 (looking North) 

This small area was excluded from 
this unit because of its unnatural 
appearance. Two ways extended N.W. & 
N.E. from this area, and were also 
excluded because of their unnatural 
appearance within the natural 
appearing landscape along the 
southern flank of Horse Ridge Summit. 

Picture #6 (looking West) 

This way extended from the eastern 
ooundary of this unit, westward up 
the eastern flank of Horse Ridge 
Summit, near the basalt outcroppings 
seen in picture #4 in Section II. 
This way should be closed to ORV use 
The erosion potential of this way 
appeared to be very high. 





« 

icture #9 (looking N. West) 

lis way is located within the Horse 
idge Natural Area, encompassed by 
lit 5-5. This way is rapidly 
averting back to a natural appearing 
indition through the forces of 
iture. The fence enclosing this 600 
:re natural area and this way is one 
?ason why this way is reverting back 
i a natural appearing condition at a 
■latively rapid pace. 
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IV. SOLITUDE 

Opportunities for solitude are 1es* J** of this unit, combined with a 
several reasons. The small size and shape of this u 'apabimies does 
limited amount of topographic an veg SOunds and evidence of other 
not allow a visitor to avoid the s ghts ";ection „ illustrates the 
visitors within this same area. Picture #1 reiatively small size, 
shallow, open faced slopes of. this “"Vre nlSrlf aJea located in the 
Research studies within the - intrude upon anyone attempting 
mid portion of this unit could ^though State Highway 
to experience solitude in an outs 9 District Wilderness Specialist 
20 is located just north of this unit, the failed t0 find any area 
hiked along the northern flank of this un t i trucks slowly moving 
that offered freedom away from theJ;°“ndfsact was additional (although 

not^a6valid6reason acting to the Wilderness I-ntor^HandbookReason 

^mr^^r^lurORV^e^t^t^outh of thsi unit, also. 

v. RECREATION 

There are several primitive ^kin^'natu^study^^sightseei ng, 

activities available with! nK<-ervation etc. None of these activities 
hunting, photography, wi points of interest to attract 
are outstanding, because there a P d t diversity of 
visitors to this unit. There is a ' h ical dUributes of 
vegetation, and topography. T^size, primnive and 

this "0L“ecreat1onexperience within the boundaries of this 
unconfined type o. re^eaL • Section II.) 
unit. (See pictures #1 and #2 in Section 

VI. SUPPLEMENTAL VALUES bUr r Lt.nc.ix i nu 

J . r fu.-c unit is the Western Juniper Instant Study 
Within the boundaries of th ^ 11c 1and was established in 1967 to 
Area. This 600 acres of the western jumper/big 

=—<<>ei, se““;r;;r’~»iui,iu""»nre 

5s,Tsdt‘is.S”£:ra; .is* 
VII. RFHABILITATIVE potential 

N/A 



OR-5-5 

Horse Ridge Photo Index 

Section Picture # Roll # Feature Direction Taken Da 

II 1 5-5-1 Topo & veg of Horse Ridge S.-S.W. 

2 5-5-2 S.W. portion of Horse Ridge West-N.West 

3 5-5-1 Western portion of Horse Ridge West 

4 5-5-1 Basalt outcroppings 
M 

5 5-5-0 N.W. portion of Horse Ridge S.East 

6 5-5-3 Bajada in N.W. portion of unit " 

10/5 

II 

N 

II 

III 1 

2 

3 

4 

5 

6 

7 

8 

9 

5-5-3 

5-5-0 

5-5-1 

5-5-1 

5-5-0 

II 

5-5-1 

Old State Highway 20 East 

Old State Hwy 20 and utility line South 

Way, fence, and utility line South 

Way by Horse Ridge Natural Area North 

Ways in S.E. portion of unit North 

Way in E. portion of unit West 

Way in northern portion of unit North 

Junk car along N. boundary of unit N.E. 

Way in Horse Ridge Natural Area N.West 

10/5/ 

II 

II 

II 

II 



(uub 5-5) 

Appendix - A 

During the Intensive i 

southern boundary, and 

found to be ways. 

Picture #1 (looking West - 

N.West) 

Evidence that no maintenance 

has occurred for an 

unde termined period of time 

nventory of this unit, a large 

a portion of the northwestern 

portion of the 

boundary, were 

Picture //2 (looking east) 

Road has evolved into a way. 



Picture //3 (looking N.West) 

Four-wheel drive was needed 

to go up this route- very 

sandy in portions. Evidence 

of erosion was quite 

apparent. 

Picture //4 (looking N. East) 

Over the crest of the summit 

this route continues to 

evolve to a way. 



Picture #5 (looking N.West) 

Portion of the northwest 

boundary that has evolved to 
J W 

a way. Height, and abund^ce 

of vegetation in center of 

route indicates lack of 

relatively regular use, and 

also maintenance. 

Picture //6 (looking S.East) 

This is the new southern & 

western boundary road. 

Oks 





INFORMATION CONCERNING ROAD(s) THAT ARE ON 

THE DISTRICT TRANSPORTATION PLAN, AND QUALIFY 

AS A ROAD(s) ACCORDING TO THE ROAD CRITERIA 

FOUND WITHIN THE WILDERNESS INVENTORY HANDBOOK 

1) Name and number of Wilderness Inventory Unit. 

1.5) Name of road or alphabetical letter asigned for each road 

discussed • 

2) When was this road constructed? How? 

3) What is this road used for~ 

4) Indicate frequency of use (i.e. daily/monthly/seasonal/yearly/ 
only as need) Please be specific. 



5) What type of maintenance is used to keep road open? (include 
dates, and if maintenance was conducted using hand tools or 
power machinery). 

6) If this road happened to wash out, would maintenance be 
performed so it could be regularly used once again? 

No (Circle one) 

I feel that the above information meets the road criteria found 
within the Wilderness Inventory Handbook. 





APPENDIX B-l 

Public Comments on the 

Instant Study Area Decision 
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Forestry Department 
OFFICE OF STATE FORESTER 
,Cnn STATE STREET. SALEM. OREGON 97310 PHONE 378-2560 

May 21, 1979 

£ 

Murl W. Storms 
Oregon State Directo , 
729 N.E. Oregon Street 
Portland, Oregon 9720b 

Dear Murl: 
, „ h,s reviewed the BLM proposal that 

The Department of F°^^try Oregon do not have 
the five ^search natural^^^00^ ?eceive no further 

wilderness st^ ^ comments are attached. 

We appreciate ^p^our'comentfa^eMIpfu! to you in 

completin^this^hase ofPthe study. 

Sincerely-/ 

rc 
... 

j. E. Schroeder 
State Forester 

JES:3 r 
1506B 



BLM Research Natural Areas Proposed 

To Be Excluded From Wilderness Designation 

iSs«a;Kuiid"ri!,“"Sit:”K«J25a9s~t,niu.»«, 
solitude or primitive, unconfined recreation. 

The five research natural areas on BLM land in Oregon have been th, 
prerequisite1qualitie|SforCwilderness. The Department of 

Forestry concurs with the BLM proposal that ^ese research 
natural areas should not receive further consideration for 

wilderness designation. 

A, noted in the BLM Wilderness Inventory Handbook, there are 

a:: si1* 
thennoraal land use planning process It appears that the Lost 

Forest Natural Area may be in this category. 

DD: l r 

1506B 



OREGON PROJECT NOTIFICATION AND REVIEW SYSTEM 

STATE CLEARINGHOUSE O-A- 37 

Intergeroemm*Jlt41 Relations Division 
Room 306, St&te Library Building 

Salam, Oregon 97310, Phone: 378-3732 

STATE A-95 REVIEW CONCLUSIONS 

Applicant: 

Project Title: _ 

'or..^.3wf/Lu. of L»orl Jr 

irngf FnrPdE Wp^tarn ,inn—Little Sink , Brewer 

Spruce and Douglas Fir "Instant Wilderness Study14 

Date: June .12, 1 9-29—- 

The state has reviewed your project and reached the following 

conclusions: 

No significant conflict with the plans, policies 

or programs of state government have been 

identified 

Relevant comments of state agencies are attached 

and should be considered in the final design of 

your proposal. □Potential conflicts with the plans and programs 
of the state agency (s) have been satisfactorily 

resolved. No significant issues remain. 

Significant conflicts with.the plans, policies or 
programs of state government have been identified 

and remain unresolved. The final proposal has been 
reviewed and the final comments and recommendations 

of the state are attached. 

NOTICE TO FEDERAL AGENCY 
The following is the officially 
assigned State Identifier Number: 

7904 5 1?3Q 
This number should be used on all 
correspondence and particularly on 

SF 424 as required by OMB A-98. 

A copy of this notification and attachments, if any, must accompany 
your application to the federal agency as required by OMB A-95. 
Comments of the appropriate local reviewing agencies will be submitted 

to you separately and must also be included. 



OREGON PROJECT NOTIFICATION AND REVIEW SYSTEM 

STATE CLEARINGHOUSE 6-fi 

Intergovernmental Relations Division 

STATE LIBRARY BLDG, Salem,Oregon 97310 
ROOM 306 • Rhone: 378-3732 

7-4 

Project t 790A 5 1330 Return Date 2 5 1979 
To Agency Addressed: The attached has been submitted for your informatioi 
and to solicit comments. Your comments, if any, must be received by the 
above date in order to receive consideration. 

r. 

CuA :}: N rn ( - J o 

The Oregon Department of Fish and Wildlife agrees that the five "Instant 

Wilderness Study Areas" administered by BLM in Oregon do not have 

Wilderness characteristics. However, these research natural areas 

contain unique flora and fauna characteristics and should be. preserved. 

A cer.cv V JS Lb'. \Av.fco. 



OREGON PROJECT NOTIFICATION AND REVIEW SYLfEM 

STATE CLEARINGHOUSE 

Intergovernmental Relations Division 

STATE LIBRARY BLDG, Salem,Oregon '97310 
ROOM 306 Phone: 378*3732 

0'#-37 

Project II 7904 5 nxp Return Date 

To Agency Addressed: The attached has been submitted 
and to solicit comments. Your comments, if any, must 
above date in order to receive consideration. 

for your information 

be received by the 

lUZ. Cs>\cus 
fa -o ett.ti.i a* tuf -5 



P, O. BOX 647 
NORTH BEND, OREGON 97459 

SANDRA DIEDRICH 

DIRECTOR 

PHONE 7S6-2S63 

ROBERT PIERCE. Chairman 

BILL TANKERSLEY Vice-Chairman 

C W HECKARO Treasurer June 22 , 1979 

Bureau of Land Management 

P.O. Box 2965 

Portland, Or. 97208 

Attention: State Director 

Re: Proposal to exclude BLM Research Natural Areas from Wilderness 

Designation 

Dear Sir: 

In compliance with the regional clearinghouse procedures as specified in 

the Office of Management and Budget Circular A-95, as revised, the Coos- 

Curry Council of Governments on June 14, 1979, reviewed the BLM proposal 

to exclude BLM Research Natural Areas from Wilderness Designation. 

In reviewing the proposed project, the Council noted BLM's rationale was 

that four of the five research natural areas are much smaller than 5,000 

acres and the fifth area is covered with roads while Wilderness areas are 

supposed to be 5,000 acres in size and virtually free of roads. The 

Council further noted the Cherry Creek Resource Natural Area is recommended 

for non-inclusion in the wilderness designation and that the Western Junioe_r 

and Lost Forest Resource Natural Areas will be considered in conjunction 

with their surroundings to determine if the overall area has wilderness 

characteristics. The Council unanimously approved a favorable review of 

this proposal. 

Should you have any questions regarding this action by the Council, please 

do not hesitate to contact us. 

SD/tam 
cc: State Clearinghouse 

Sincerely, 

Sandra Diedrich 

Director 

MEMBER AGENCIES 

COOS COUNTY PORT ORFORD 

CURRY COUNTY POWERS 

BANDON PORT OF BANDON 

BROOKINGS PORT OF COOS BAY 

COCS =AY PORT OF BROOKINGS 

CCOL'ILLE FORT OF PORT ORFORD 

EASTS'. OE PORT OF GOLD 5EACH 

GOLD 5EACH COOS BAV north BEND WATER BOARD 

LAKESIDE lakeside WATER DISTRICT 

MYRTLE POINT LOWER BAY WATER DISTRICT 

COOS BAY SCHOOL DISTRICT 
COQUILLE SCHOOL DISTRICT 
BANDON SCHOOL DISTRICT 

BROOKINGS-HARBOR SCHCC. C 5~R,C~ 
GOLD BEACH HiG-J SCHOOL C 5~ C~ 

GOLD BEACH SCHOOL DIS^.C SO 

myrtle point school d:str:c~ 
SOUTHWESTERN OREGON CCym.S T" 

NORTH SEND SCHOOL CISTR.C* 
POWERS SCHOOL DISTRICT 

C0„ 



PsesiOENT • GEORGE CALVERT - josepminc county 

F |RST VICE PRES . EARLE C. MISENER — UNION COUNTY 

SECOND viCE PRES * STAN SKOKO — CLACKAMAS COUNTY 

treasurer • F. E. KNIGHT — Tillamook county 

LOCAL GOVERNMENT CENTER 

1201 COURT STREET N.E. 

p O BOX 12729 
SALEM. OREGON 97309 

(503) 585-8351 

SSOC1ATION OF OREGON COUNTIES 
P. JERRY ORRlCK, executive director 

16 Hay 1979 

The Association of Oregon Counties 1201 Court St., NE, Sa em, regon, 

P. 0. Box 12729, 97309, supports the position of the Bureau of Land , anagemen 

regarding five Research Natural Areas on BLM land in Oregon. 

The AOC represents all 36 Oregon counties and the 117 elected county 

Commissioners and County Judges’ who comprise the governing bodies of the 

counties in Oregon. The organization has been in existence or yea , 

with permanent headquarters and a full-time staff m Salem since 195.. 

The BLM is in posession of a formal Resolution from the Lake County 

Commission regardingthe Lost Forest Research Natural Area. While we concur vi 

your decision on the Lost Forest, we feel your further study will also 

determine that it does not qualify for wilderness designation, even though it 

will be studied in connection with decisions relative to larger study areas 

surrounding it. 

The Western Juniper Instant Study Area, also a Research Natural Area, 

is part of a" larger area for wilderness study and review. We concur but also 

feel your further study in this instance will determine again that it is not 

guitsblc for wilderness designation. 

AOC feels the special management provided for the Research Natural Areas 

is designed to provide adequate protection for their unique characteristics 

and designation as wilderness would not only interfere with this management 

but would in no way add to the values that called for the special designat 

in the first place. 

With Little Sink, Brewer-Spruce, and Douglas-fir (Cherry Creek), we 

likewise concur with the BLM finding that the areas do not qualify for 

designation as wilderness.- 

I am personally familiar with three of the areas, Lost Forest, Western 

Juniper and Little Sink, and recognize their unique values and the need for 

special management and protection, but not for their designation as wilderness 

ASSOCIATION OF OREGON COUNTIES 

r LOCAL GOVERNMENT CENTER ♦ 1701 CQUFT STwerr.N.Ei. 
£. . P.O.BOX 12729 / SALEM, OREGON 97309^ / ($03) S8S-S3S1 

--r-S r. 
- - 

:?•* - -- 

3 

KESS CANNON 
EXECUTIVE ASSISTANT 
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TELEX <15-536 

AMAK EXPLORATION,1 * * *! 
A SUBSOARY OP AIV1AX ItMC / ' /// 

4 "704 HARLAN STREET • DENVER. COLORAOO 802 1 2 • (303) 433-6 15 1 

June 19, 1980 

Mr. Paul Arrasmith 
District Manager 
Prineville BLM District 
185 East 4th Street 
P. 0. Box 550 
Prineville, Oregon 97754 

Dear Mr. Arrasmith: 

We have reviewed your recommendations for wilderness 
study areas as a result of the Intensive Inventory and 
support your decision to eliminate the following areas from 
further wilderness review. We agree that these units have 
noticeable imprints of man and do not afford outstanding 
opportunities for solitude or primitive recreation: 

—■.■ 5 6~5—(HQITse Ridqe),; 5-6 (Lower John Day [2,575 acres]) • 
d-8 (North Pole Ridge [6,120 acres]); 5-9 (Spring Basin [301 
acres]); 5-10 (Mount Misery); 5-11 (Fossil Beds); 5-18 (Rocky 
Canyon); 5-19 (Chimney Rock); 5-20 (Alkali Flat); 5-21 (Bad 
Lands [1,119 acres]); 5-22 (Dry River); 5-23 (West Butte); 
5-31 (North Fork [379 acres]); 5-33 (South Fork [29 acres) ) • 
5-34 (Sand Hollow [29 acres]); 5-35 (Gerry Mountain [1,137 
acres]); 5-36 (Redman Rim) ; .5-40 (Sears Creek); 5-42 (Hampton 
Butte); 5-42A (120 acres); 5-43 (Cougar Well [289 acres])• 
5-46 (Hampton); 5-47 (Stockpile); 5-49 (Hemstad); 5-50 
(Whiskey Springs); 5-51 (Twin Pines); 5-52 (Dickerson Well)• 
5- 53 (Two Post Lake); 5-55 (Lone Pine); 5-56 (Fredrick 
Butte); 5-59 (Grassy Lake); 5-63 (Stud Horse Butte); 5-64 
(Glass Butte); 5-65 (Round Mountain); 5-68 (Steamboat 

sSa?nm; 5’69 (Ea?leButte Island); 5-76 (Kimberly Island); 
6- 82 (Nomanisa Island); 5-83 (Fantasy Island); 

Thank for this opportunity to participate in the BLM 
wilderness review process. 

Very truly yours, 

^-- 
Joyc^e L. Emerson 

Manager of Government Relations 

JLE/da 



BLM INTENSIVE WILDERNESS INVENTORY 

OREGON 

COMMENT SHEET 

Name S'luiXirf' (pQ. Ir 

Address ^6 l Ft,,g « £ ( 7U 

Affiliation 
6(rv ^ 1 0 ft ( 

0-3-234 
As 5*-13'^) 

S'-S' Inventory Unit No._ 

(Area oncwhich you are commenting) 

District rxvU-w r\_ 

Date yiy-i| ^1/ 

A. Roads. For purposes of the wilderness inventory, a route which has been improved 

and maintained by mechanical means to insure relatively regular and continuous use is 

considered a road. A route Cor "way") maintained solely by the passage of vehicles 

is not considered a road. CSee Appendix A in the report on the proposed decision for 

a more detailed definition of roads.) 

If you do not agree with our identification of roads in this unit, where should 

roads be added to or deleted from the map? What kinds of improvement, maintenance and 

use have these routes received? If possible, show the route locations on a map. 

A large-scale map of this unit may be obtained from the district office which 

administers the unit and from the State Office in Portland. 

B. Wilderness Characteristics. An inventory unit will be designated a wilderness 

study area if it has wilderness characteristics as defined in Section 2Cc) of the 

Wilderness Act of 1964: 
"A wilderness, in contrasC vich those areas where man and his works dominace the landscape, is hereby 

recognized as an area where the earth and its community of life are untrammelled by man, where man 
himself is a visitor who does not remain. An area of wilderness is further defined to mean in this Act 

an area of undeveloped Federal land retaining its primeval character and influence , without permanent 
improvements or human habitation, which is protected and managed so aa to preserve its natural conditions 

and which (1) generally appears to have been affected primarily by the forces of nacure, with the imprint 

of man's work substantially unnoticeable; (2) has outstanding opportunities for solitude or a primitive 

and unconfined type of recreation; (3) has at least 5000 acres of land or is of sufficient size as to make 
practicable its preservation and use in an unimpaired condition; and (4) may also contain ecological, 

geological or ocher feacures of scientific, educational, scenic, or historical values." 

DO YOU THINK THIS UNIT HAS WILDERNESS CHARACTERISTICS? _LsfjZdL~_ 

1. Natural Conditions. Are the imprints of man's work substantially unnoticeable 

What man-made features are you aware of in the inventory unit? J 
fl ll 

2. Solitude. Does the unit provide outstanding opportunities for solitude? 

Why or why not? 

Jc dfjH' ( -flu, wU 5 
t 

3. Recreation. 

and unconfined types 

Does the unit provide outstanding opportunities 

of recreation? Which types? Why or why nor? 

rive 

Clf you need more space, use reverse or another sheet.J 
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INTRODUCTION 

The Douglas-Fir (Cherry Creek) Research Natural Area is a 590 acre 

tract of land in Coos County, Oregon. It is part of approximately 

1,540 contiguous acres of roadless public land administered by the 

Bureau of Land Management. All but 50 acres of the roadless lands 

contiguous to the Research Natural Area are exempt from wilderness 

review because they are revested Oregon and California Railroad grant 

lands being managed for commercial timber production. A total of 640 

acres of roadless public land was reviewed for wilderness 

characteristics. 

1 



1 



Wilderness Instant Study Area Recommendation 

The Douglas-Fir (Cherry Creek) Research Natural Area and contiguous, 

roadless public lands which are subject to review for wilderness 

characteristics are recommended as unsuitable for wilderness. No 

changes are proposed for the future management of the area. 

The area does not meet any of the size requirements for wilderness 

areas. The imprints of human activities are substantially 

unnoticeable, except in an area of approximately 10 acres of contiguous 

land developed as a day use recreational area. However, because of its 

small size and steeply dissected topography the area does not offer 

outstanding opportunities for solitude or primitive and unconfined 

types of recreation. 

This recommendation will not cause economic or social impacts. 

The short-term and long-term effects of this recommendation would be to 

remove the area from the constraints of the interim management policy 

guidelines imposed by Section 603(c) of the Federal Land Policy and 

Management Act of 1976. The previously designated 590 acres would be 

maintained in their existing condition under continuing management as a 

research natural area. The 50 contiguous acres would be managed for 

multiple use according to current BLM guidelines and procedures. 

The study has not identified any options that would be foregone if this 

recommendation is adopted. 

/s/ Frank Gregg 

Director, Bureau of Land Management 

June 27, 1980 

Date 

2 





WILDERNESS REVIEW 
D0U6LAS-FIR INSTANT STUDY AREA 

-N- 

SCALE 1 = 100000 

KM 

M _ £ S 

UNITED STATES DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR 

BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT 

OREGON 

DECEMBER 1979 



STATISTICAL SUMMARY 

Douglas-Fir (Cherry Creek) 

Research Natural Area 

Coos County, Oregon 

Coos Bay District 

Previously Contiguous 

Designated Area Lands (if any) Total 

Acres Without 

Wilderness Characteristics 590 50 640 

Acres With 

Wilderness Characteristics N/A N/A 

Total 590 50 640 

Ownership in Study Area 

BLM 590 50 640 

4 
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Photograph No. 2 - Douglas-Fir Research Natural Area, 

showing steep terrain and western red cedar. 
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BACKGROUND INFORMATION 

The Douglas-Fir (Cherry Creek) Research Natural Area was established on 

February 4, 1965. The area contains stands of virgin, old-growth 

Douglas-fir and western hemlock as they have developed on the 

sedimentary materials of the Coast Range in southwestern Oregon. It is 

an excellent site for the study of old-growth coniferous forests of a 

type which was once widespread in the Coast Range of Oregon. In 

addition, the understory vegetation is affected by heavy use of the 

area by Roosevelt elk. This situation provides an opportunity for 

study of the influence of browsing and trampling by elk on the 

structure and composition of the vegetative communities. No other 

significant resource values have been identified in the area. 

The initial finding that this area does not have wilderness 

characteristics was announced on April 26, 2979. A 60-day period for 

public review and comment was announced on the same date. Public 

meetings were held at several locations, including Coos Bay, Salem, and 

Portland, to discuss the finding and to receive comments. 

Ten comments were received from individuals, organizations, or 

agencies. All of the comments either directly or indirectly supported 

the initial finding. There were no public comments recommending that 

the area be further reviewed as a potential wilderness area. Two of 

the comments specifically mentioned that the resources in the area 

should be preserved, and that the RNA designation is more appropriate 

than wilderness status would be. Copies of all public comments 

submitted regarding this area are included in the Permanent 

Documentation File at the Coos Bay District Office, and are provided in 

Appendix B of this report. 

The State Director's final determination that the Douglas-Fir Instant 

Study Area and contiguous public land subject to wilderness review do 

not have wilderness characteristics was announced on August 29, 1979. 

9 
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WILDERNESS INVENTORY 
WILDERNESS SUMMARY SHEET 

Page 1 of 1 

I. LOCATION 

Inventory unit No.: OR-12-1 

Area name: Cherry Creek (Douglas-fir) Instant Study Area 

District: Coos Bay State: Oregon 

II. SUMMARY: 

A. Results of wilderness characteristics analysis. 

1. The area appears to be natural. 
2. The area offers outstanding 

opportunities for solitude or primitive 
and unconfined type recreation. 

3. The area does not meet any of the size 
requirements. 

4. The area has supplemental values. 

B. Resulting map 
Attached map shows inventory unit, roads, contiguous recreation 
area with possibility of returning to a natural state, and TPCC 
(Timber Production Capability Classification) withdrawal areas 
eligible for inclusion in wilderness. 

III. RECOMMENDATION 

Area does not qualify for wilderness study. 

B. State Director: 

Date: 
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WILDERNESS INTENSIVE INVENTORY 

UNIT NO. OR-12-1 

Cherry Creek 
(Douglas-fir) Instant Study Area 

1. SIZE 

The Cherry Creek (Douglas-fir) Research Natural Area is only approximately 
590 acres in size. Contiguous to this area are approximately 950 acres of 
BLM administered roadless O&C lands making the maximum size of any roadless 
area only 1,540 acres. However, approximately 500 acres of this 950 acres 
have been clear cut since 1964 and presumably could not qualify as wilderness. 
Much of the remaining approximate 450 acres of this 950 acres is managed as 
commercial timberland and 0&C lands managed as commercial land are exempt 
from wilderness consideration. Only approximately 40 acres withdrawn by 
TPCC (Timber Production Capability Classification) from the allowable cut 
base and 10 acres withdrawn as a day-use recreation site, both contiguous 
to the Research Natural Area, would be eligible for inclusion in a 
wilderness study area, making the maximum size of a potential wilderness 
study area only 640 acres. 

SUMMARY: 

The area does not have at least 5,000 acres of contiguous land and it is 
not of sufficient size to make practicable its preservation and use in 
an unimpaired conditi 

SIGNATURE :(^ DATE: 
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Unit No. OR-12-1 

2. NATURALNESS 

The Cherry Creek (Douglas-fir) Research Natural Area was established 
to preserve natural values for scientific study. It is a virgin stand 
of old growth Douglas-fir that is representative of stands once found 
throughout the Oregon Coast Range. Within the research natural area 
there are no known works of man and due to dense nature of the forest 
and understory, one cannot see adjoining clear cuts from within the 
natural area. 

SUMMARY: 

The area generally appears to have been affected primarily by the forces 
of nature, with the imprint of man's work substantially unnoticeable. 
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Unit No. OR-12-1 

3. OUTSTANDING OPPORTUNITY FOR SOLITUDE OR A'PRIMITIVE AND UNCONFINED 
RECREATION ANALYSIS 

A. SOLITUDE 

Due to the dense nature of the forest and understory it would 
be possible for someone to easily experience solitude within 
the Cherry Creek (Douglas-fir) Research Natural Area. However, 
this opportunity is not outstanding in that someone could 
similarly experience solitude in many other forest stands in 
the Oregon Coast Range due to the dense nature of the forest 
and understory typical of this region. 

SUMMARY: 
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Unit No. OR-12-1 

B. PRIMITIVE AND UNCONFINED RECREATION 

Cross country travel through the area is difficult due to the 
precipitous slopes and dense understory. The area receives 
limited big game hunting and nature study on the fringes but 
these recreational pursuits also occur in many other forest 
stands in the Oregon Coast Range. Opportunities for primitive 
and unconfined recreation are limited and not outstanding 
compared to similar opportunities in other forest stands of the 
Oregon Coast Range. 

SUMMARY: 

This area does not have outstanding opportunities for a primitive 



4. SUPPLEMENTAL VALUES 

Page 5 of 8 

Unit No. OR-12-1 

The area was set up as a research nature area to preserve natural 
values for scientific study. As such it is representative of virgin 
old growth Douglas-fir stands. When all the remaining virgin old 
growth Douglas-fir on public lands is clear cut in perhaps twenty 
years, this area will represent a unique environment of scientific 
and educational value. 

SUMMARY: 

This area does contain ecological, geological, and other features 
of scientific, educational, scenic and historical value. 
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Unit No. OR-12-1 

5. POSSIBILITY OF CERTAIN AREAS RETURNING TO A NATURAL CONDITION 

The Cherry Creek (Douglas-fir) Research Natural Area itself is in a 
pristine state. The contiguous 10 acre day-use recreation site (Cherry 
Creek or Big Tree Recreation Area) has only been developed to a more 
or less primitive state with a few wood tables, trails, wood signs 
and pit toilets. If abondoned this day-use recreation site would be 
rapidly reclaimed by dense forest vegetation. 

SUMMARY: 

If this area were to become a wilderness area, the imprint of man's work 
could be reduced by either natural processes or by hand labor to a level 
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Public Comment Letters and Forms 
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One Forest Under Tuo Flags 

\ 

and 

WESTERN FORESTRY 

CONSERVATION ASSOCIATION 
(Sine* 1909) 

. . . forejt conservation through cooperative effort in Western North America 

AMERICAN BANK BUILDING 

PORTLAND. OREGON 9720S 

PHONE: (503) 226-4562 STEELE BARNETT 

President 

Ernest B. Comck 

Vice Presidents 

Grant Amscough 

Ervin C. Scheider 

Howard MilLan 

W Lee Robinson 

John G. Miles 

Russell Hudson 

Trustees 

Grant Amscough 

A. B Anderson 

Robert J Anderson 

Ed Baiter 

Jerry Behm 

Moire H. Bergman 

Larry Biasing 

Stewart Bledsoe 

Ai Brennan 

W G Burch 

Richard Carlson 

William G Cochran 

Ernest B Cornell 

Bruce Devm 

Reynold Diclthaus 

Roy Elmgren 

Robert A. Hansen 

Robert Helding 

Robert G. Helgeson 

Richard Hirschberg 

Russell Hudson 

Stanley Hulett 

Robert J. Kirk 

Milton 0. Koppang 

Into Liimatta 

John Masson 

John McMahon 

Darrell H. McQuillan 

John G Miles 

Howard Millan 

Robert J. Muir 

David Pnee 

Leland M. Pugsley 

Douglas E. Rickson 

W. Lee Robinson 

James Rvdelius 

Ervin C Scheider 

John Thompson 

E. L. Williams 

Ted Young 

Secretary 

Howard Millan 

Treasurer 

E L Williams 

Director 
Coos Bay District Office 
Bureau of Land Management 
333 South Fourth Street 
Coos Bay, Oregon 97420 

Dear Sir: 

May 24, 1979 

FOREST COUNSEL 

"! r wR 

It.. 1C 

JPA 

l.v-.V 

Reference is made to the recent request for comment on your: 
decision not to recommend Wilderness classification for the Douglas-fix: 
Research Natural Area. 

The Western Forestry and Conservation Association has long Sup¬ 
ported the concept of research natural areas and the ability to contfc'ot- 
entry into them. We are also on record as supporting the need for 
wilderness and the inclusion of some lands in the Wilderness system. 
We do not however feel that the two uses - research natural areas and 
Wilderness - are necessarily compatible. While "Wilderness" does have 
many restrictions relative to its use it does imply ready access to 
any and all meeting the restrictions. Additionally "Wilderness" de¬ 
signation does tend to invite visitors into an area with the possible 
consequences of human disturbance of the ecosystem to be preserved. 
For these reasons we generally do not support the designation of 
research natural areas as wilderness. 

j~H liLn’L? 

The Douglas-fir RNA does not truly service the concept of a 
research natural area since it is not distinctively unique and is 
too small to provide solitude. These factors make it unsuitable for 
"Wilderness" classification. Therefore, we concur with your recom¬ 
mendation not to seek "Wilderness" status. 

Asst. Secretary -Treasurer 

Edna Keyes 

Past President 

John Callaghan 

SB :k 

Very truly yours, 

/ 3uWtC 

Steele Barnett 
Forest Counsel 

Western Forestry Conference. SHERATON-SPOKANE, SPOKANE. WASHINGTON, DECEMBER 4-7, 1979 
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Forestry Department 

OFFICE OF STATE FORESTER 
2600 STATE STREET, SALEM. OREGON 97310 PHONE 373-2560 

May 21, 1979 

£ 

Murl W. Storms 
Oregon State Director, BLM 
729 N.E. Oregon Street 
Portland, Oregon 97208 

Dear Murl: 

The Department of Forestry has reviewed the BLM proposal that 
the five research natural areas in Oregon do not have 
wilderness characteristics and should receive no further 
wilderness study. Our comments are attached. 

We appreciate the opportunity to provide our perspective on 
this proposal, and we hope our comments are helpful to you in 
completing this phase of the study. 

Sincerely, 

J. E. Schroeder 
State Forester 

JES:j r 
1506B 



BLM Research Natural Areas Proposed 

To Be Excluded From Wilderness Designation 

The Federal Land Policy and Management Act and the Wilderness 
Act of 1964 describe the characteristics to be used in 
identifying wilderness study areas. The general 
characteristics are size, naturalness and opportunities for 
solitude or primitive, unconfined recreation. 

The five research natural areas on BLM land in Oregon have been 
evaluated and described in detail in terms of the key 
wilderness characteristics. On the basis of these key 
characteristics tiye^j: e search natural areas do not offer the 

_jor,erjequisite gualitTes for wflcferness ~ The' Depa'r tment off 
Forestry concurs with' the BLM proposal that these research 
natural areas should not receive further consideration for 
wilderness designation. 

As noted in the BLM Wilderness Inventory Handbook, there are 
established management methods for conserving the unique 
features of these natural areas. In some cases, use and 
management of natural areas is more restrictive than that which 
would be applied under wilderness designation. These generally 
small areas should be managed to protect their unique natural 
features. However, acreage in excess of that needed to_ 
maintain an area's unique .natuxal feature, should be returned to 
t n e ~n or mar "I a rid ~ 'use '~p_l^aD-inq-j?jiicess. It_appears that the Lost 

yFores~FT?atu--c^r-rTfe"a may be in this category. ' ’ ' 

DD: j r 
1506B 
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STATE CLEARINGHOUSE C'-/i 

Intergav-oriiELC«t51 Relations Division 
Room 306, St&te Library Building 

Salem, Oregon 97310, Phone: 378-3732- 

STATE A-95 REVIEW CONCLUSIONS 

Applicant: -U 

PROJECT Title:-I^aat-£o£e-S-t-.i'L3-s-t&ER--J‘U£ii-pe-E-7—L-T-LL-l-e Sink, Brew 
Spruce and Douglas Fir "Instant Wilderness Study4 

_ June -.12,_19J9_ 
n ^1 
Date: 

The state has reviewed your project and reached the following 
conclusions: 

No significant conflict with the plans, policies 
or programs of state government have been 
identified a-sy-d 

Relevant commonts of state agencies are attached 
and should be considered in the final design of 
your proposal. 

Potential conflicts with the plans and programs 
of the state agency (s) have been satisfactorily 
resolved. No significant issues remain. 

Significant conflicts with the plans, policies or 
programs of state government have been identified 
and remain unresolved. The final proposal has been 
reviewed and the final comments and recommendations 
of the state are attached. 

NOTICE TO FEDERAL AGENCY 
The following is the officially 
assigned State Identifier Number 

/VIA > A Y f. i 

• 

This number should be used on all 
correspondence and particularly on 
SF 424 as required by OMB A-98. 

A copy of this notification and attachments, if any, must accompany 
your application to the federal agency as required by OMB A-95. 
Comments of the appropriate local reviewing agencies will be submitt 
to you separately and must also be included. 
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Bureau of Land Management 

P.O. Box 2965 

Portland, Or. 97208 

attention: State Director 

Re: Proposal to exclude BLM Research Natural Areas from Wilderness 

Designation 

Dear Sir: 

In compliance with the regional clearinghouse procedures as specified in 

the Office of Management and Budget Circular A-95, as revised, the Coos- 

Curry Council of Governments on June 14, 1979, reviewed the BLM proposal 

to exclude BLM Research Natural Areas from Wilderness Designation. 

In reviewing the proposed project, the Council noted BLM's rationale was 

that four of the five research natural areas are much smaller than 5,000 

acres and the fifth area is covered with roads while Wilderness areas are 

supposed to be 5,000 acres in size and virtually free of roads. The 

Council further noted the Cherry Creek Resource Natural Area is recommended 

for non-inclusion in the wilderness designation and that the Western Juniper 

and Lost Forest Resource Natural Areas will be considered in conjunction 

with their surroundings to determine if the overall area has wilderness 

characteristics. The Council unanimously approved a favorable review of 

this proposal. 

Should you have any questions regarding this action by the Council, please 

do not hesitate to contact us. 

Sincerely, 

SD/tam Sandra Diedrich 

cc: State Clearinghouse Director 
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ASSOCIATION OF OREGON COUNTIES P JERRY ORRlCK. fxlcutivi doctor 

16 May 1979 

The Association of Oregon Counties 1201 Court St., NE, Salem, Oregon, 

P. 0. Box 12729, 97309, supports the position of the Bureau of Land Management 

regarding five Research Natural Areas on BLM land in Oregon. 

The AOC represents all 36 Oregon counties and the 117 elected county 

Commissioners and County Judges* who comprise the governing bodies of the 

counties in Oregon. The organization has been in existence for 74 years, 

with permanent headquarters and a full-time staff in Salem since 1959. 

The BLM is in posession of a formal Resolution from the Lake County 

Commission regardingthe Lost Forest Research Natural Area. While we concur with 

your decision on the Lost Forest, we feel your further study will also 

determine that it does not qualify for wilderness designation, even though it 

will be studied in connection with decisions relative to larger study areas 

surrounding it. 

The Western Juniper Instant Study Area, also a Research Natural Area, 

is part of a larger area for wilderness study and review. We concur, but also 

feel your further study in this instance will determine again that it is not 

suitable for wilderness designation. 

AOC feels the special management provided for the Research Natural Areas 

is designed to provide adequate protection for their unique characteristics 

and designation as wilderness would not only interfere with this management 

but would in no way add to the values that called for the special designation 

in the first place. 

With Little Sink, Brewer-Spruce, and Douglas-fir (Cherry Creek), wTe 

likewise concur with the BLM finding that the areas do not qualify for 

designation as wilderness. 

I am personally familiar with three of the areas, Lost Forest, Western 

Juniper and Little Sink, and recognize their unique values and the need for 

special management and protection, but not for their designation as wilderness. 

ASSOCIATION OF OREGON COUNTIES 

LOCAL GOVEP'iwrST CFNTER • 1 2C1 CQ.LL5T §TAEtT N E. 

P.O. BOX 1L729 / S4L£U,C'LGCS>7309 / i£C3) : ? £-£3S1 

KESS CANNON 
EXECUTIVE ASSISTANT 
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INTRODUCTION 

The Brewer Spruce Research Natural Area is a 210-acre tract of land in 
Josephine County, Oregon. It is contiguous to approximately 1,500 
acres of roadless public lands which are eligible for wilderness 
review. Additional contiguous public lands are exempt from wilderness 
review because they are revested Oregon and California Railroad grant 
lands being managed for commercial timber production. A total of 1,710 
acres of roadless public land was reviewed for wilderness 
characteristics. 

1 





Wilderness Instant Study Area Recommendation 

The Brewer Spruce Research National Area and contiguous, roadless 

public lands which are subject to review for wilderness characteristics 

are recommended as unsuitable for wilderness. No changes are proposed 

for the future management of the area. 

The area does not meet any of the size requirements for wilderness 

areas. Only about 500 acres appear to be affected primarily by the 
forces of nature; the imprints of human activities are substantially 
noticeable in most of the area. The area does not offer outstanding 
opportunities for either solitude or primitive and unconfined types of 

recreation because of its configuration and because dense vegetation, 
steep slopes and dangerous cliffs restrict travel and any recreational 

activities to ridgetops. 

This recommendation will not cause economic or social impacts. 

The short-term and long-term effects of this recommendation would be to 
remove the area from the constraints of the interim management policy 
guidelines imposed by Section 603(c) of the Federal Land Policy and 

Management Act of 1976. The previously designated 210 acres would be 
maintained in their existing condition under continuing management as a 
research natural area. The 1,500 contiguous acres would be managed for 

multiple use according to current BLM guidelines and procedures. 

The study has not identified any options that would be foregone if this 

recommendation is adopted. 

/s/ Frank Gregg June 27, 1980 

Director, Bureau of Land Management Date 

2 



WILDERNESS REVIEW 
BREWER SPRUCE INSTANT STUDY AREA 

LEGEND 

BOUNDARY OF ISA 

BLM INVENTORY UNIT 

ELIMINATED BLM LAND 

EXEMPT BLM LAND 

OWNERSHIP 
Forest Service — FS 

GENERAL LOCATION MAP 

SCALE I: IOOOOO 

KM 

I 

MILES 

UNITED STATES DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR 

BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT 

OREGON 

o 2 DECEMBER 1979 



STATISTICAL SUMMARY 

Bewer Spruce 
Research Natural Area 

Josephine County, Oregon 
Medford District 

Previously Contiguous 
Designated Area Lands (if any) 

Acres Without 
Wilderness Characteristics 210 1,500 

Acres With 
Wilderness Characteristics N/A N/A 

Total 210 1,500 

Ownership in Study Area 

BLM 210 1,500 

Total 

1,710 

1,710 

1,710 





« 

PHOTOGRAPHS 
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BACKGROUND INFORMATION 

The Brewer Spruce Research Natural Area was established on January 29, 
1965. Th$ area occupies a rugged ridgetop in the Siskiyou Mountains in 
southwestern Oregon. The vegetation in the area is a high-elevation, 
mixed conifer community with associated brushfields. Brewer spruce is 
abundant in the area, but it is only one of at least ten different 
coniferous tree species. Approximately 60 percent of the area is 
forested, about 25 percent is covered by brushfields and the remaining 
area is bare rock. A large clearcut area north of the natural area was 
logged in 1964. Clearcut areas extend into the research natural area 
in two places, covering about ten acres. 

This natural area offers opportunities for studies of forest ecology 
and high elevation brushfields. No other significant resource values 
have been identified in the area. 

The initial finding that this area of 1,710 acres does not have 
wilderness characteristics was announced in April 26, 1979. A 60-day 
period for public review and comment was announced on the same date. 
Public meetings were held at several locations, including Grants Pass, 
Klamath Falls, Salem and Portland, to discuss the preliminary finding 
and to receive comments. 

Seven comments were received from individuals, organizations, or 
agencies. All of the comments either directly or indirectly supported 
the initial finding. There were no public comments suggesting that the 
area be considered further as a potential wilderness area. Two of the 
comments specifically mentioned that the resources in the area should 
be preserved and that research natural area designation is more 
appropriate than wilderness status would be. Copies of all public 
comments submitted regarding this area are included in the Permanent 
Documentation File at the Medford District Office, and are provided in 
Appendix B of this report. 

The State Director's final determination that the Brewer Spruce Instant 
Study Area and the 1,500 acres of contiguous public land subject to 
wilderness review do not have wilderness characteristics was announced 
on August 29, 1979. 

9 
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Appendix 6 

Page 1 of 1 

WILDERNESS INVENTORY 
WILDERNESS SUMMARY SHEET 

I. LOCATION 

Inventory unit No. (area or island, grouping of areas or islands): 11-10 

Areas/Is land name: Brewer Spruce ___ 

District: Medford State: 0reg°n_ 

II. SUMMARY: 

A. Results of wilderness characteristics analysis. 

1. Does the area or island appear to be natural? 
2. Does the area or island offer outstanding 

opportunities for solitude or a primitive 
and unconfined type recreation? 

3. Does the area meet any of the size 

requirements? 
4. Does the area or island have supplemental 

values? 

yes X no 

_yes X no 

_yes X no 

X_yes _no 

B. Resulting map. 
Attach a map showing inventory unit, roads, area with possibility 
of returning to a natural state, recommended boundary of wilderness 

study area (WSA). 

III. RECOMMENTATION 

Check one; 
_Area or island should be approved as a WSA, 

X Area or island does not qualify for wilderness study. 
_A portion of the area(s) or island(s) should be approved as a 

WSA for further study and reported to the President. The 

restrictions imposed by Section 603 will no longer apply 
(reference to map) on the remainder of the area. 

IV. APPROVAL 

MVM District Manager: 

Date: 

B. State Director: 

Date: 

30 
t!.i. GOVERNMENT PRINTING OFFICE : 197H O - 274-430 



BREWER SPRUCE 
INSTANT WILDERNESS STUDY AREA 
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WILDERNESS INTENSIVE INVENTORY 

UNIT NO. ll-io_ 

NAME OF AREA Brewer Snrnrp 

Explain by a concise narrative the following essential wilderness 
characteristics (for guidance see text in the Wilderness Inventory 
Handbook): 

■i » 

l. sizj; 

Narrative: The Brewer Spruce Research Natural Area totals 210 acres 
in size. Contiguous roadless land includes ' ;acres for a total 

of acres. This relatively small acreage,taken in combination 
with its narrow elongated configuration, and its setting in steep 

and exposed terrain obviates the possibility of using or preserving 
it in an unimpaired condition. 

Summary: 1. Does the area have at least 5,000 acres of contiguous 
land and is it of sufficient size to make practicable 
its preservation and use in an unimpaired condition? 

YES ■'NcT^) (circle one) 

2. Does the island have sufficient size to make practicable 
its preservation and use in an unimpaired condition? 

SIGNATURE: 

YES 

.L 

NO (circle one) 

DATE 
(Who did analysis and when) 

'EkJL tfUEj 
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Page 2 of 8 

UNIT NO. n_m 

2. NATURALNESS 

Narrative: The Natural Area is ringed on three sides by surfaced roads 
used for timber harvest and related activities. Adjacent land is actively 
managed for commercial timber production. A minor portion of the area 
has unregenerated clear-cuts; the majority of the boundary abuts 
harvested commercial timber land with many clear-cuts in evidence. 
Much of tne area is dominated by the effects of man's presence. 
Perhaps POO acres could be described as affected primarily by the forces 
of nature. 

Summary: Does the area or island generally appear to have been affected 
primarily by the forces of nature, with the imprint of man's 
work substantially unnoticeable? 

r?. I / 7.1 

23 
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UNIT NO. 11-10 

3. OUTSTANDING OPPORTUNITY FOR SOLITUDE OR A PRIMITIVE AND UNCONFINED 

RECREATION ANALYSIS 

A. SOLITUDE 

Narrative: The opportunity for solitude in the area is controlled 
by elongated, narrow configuration, dense vegetation, and ridgeline 

dominated terrain. 

Narrow widths (-^ to \ mile) of much of the area decrease the 
likelihood of avoiding sights and sounds of other users. Dense 
vegetation provides a screening effect, but precludes travel 
off constructed trails. Exposed brushfields on south-facing 
slopes reduce solitude. Travel is largely restricted to ridge- 
lines because of very steep side slopes. Large expanses of rock 
cliffs make travel difficult in one area. The overall effect is 
to greatly reduce the likelihood of finding opportunities for 

solitude. 

Summary: Does the area have outstanding opportunities for solitude? 

YES i N0 ,> (circle one) 

SIGNATURE:  

74 
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UNIT NO. H-10 

B. PRIMITIVE AND UNCONFINED RECREATION 

Narrative: Opportunities exist within the area for hiking, 
limited backpacking, hunting, horse use, photography, and 

botanical, geological, and scenery sightseeing. Rock climbing 
opportunities are slight due to the metavolcanic origin of the 
rock in the area, which makes technical climbing dangerous. 
Rock scrambling is possible but not a good opportunity. The 
area's small size greatly limits the opportunity for unconfined 
recreation. 

Summary: Does the area have outstanding opportunities for a primitive 

and unconfined type of recreation? 

SIGNATURE: 

YES ^ (circle, one) 
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UNIT NO. 11-10 

4. SUPPLEMENTAL VALUES 

Narrative: The area contains a great diversity of interesting plant 
species, including twelve species of conifers. Most notable is the 
presence of the infreqently found Brewer Spruce, Picea breweriana, 
and Alaska yellow cedar, Chamaecyparis nootkatensis, both occurring 
here at the extreme of their range. One plant species, Sarcades 
senguinea, has been placed on the Oregon Provisional List of 
Threatened and Endangered Plants. These botanical values are of 
great scientific and educational interest. Recreational interest 
is moderate. The inventoried area has substantial scenic value. 
Good views of surrounding ridges and mountains exist, but are diminished 
by the prevalence of roads and clear-cuts on the landscape. 

Summary: Does the area contain ecological, geological, or other features 

of scientific, educational, scenic, or historical value? 

NO (circle one) 

SIGNATURE: 
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Appendix 5 

Page 6 of 8 

UNIT NO. 11-10 

5. POSSIBILITY OF CERTAIN AREAS RETURNING TO A NATURAL CONDITION 

Narrative: Clear-cuts within and around the area have not regenerated 
conifers satisfactorily despite planting efforts. Unstocked clear-cuts 
in the unit are 14 years pld. Major visual intrusions surround the 
ar^a and could not be expected to be rehabilitated easily. Existing 
partial cuts within the area will become satisfactorily unnoticeable 
through natural means. 

Summary: If the area or island were to become a wilderness area, could 

the imprint of man's work be reduced by either natural 

processes or by hand labor to a level judged to be substan¬ 

tially unnoticeable? 

YES (circle one) 

SIGNATURE: DATE : dc^LLS. 
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Department of Geology and Mineral Industries 
administrative office 
1069 STATE OFFICE BLDG.. PORTLAND. OREGON 97201 PHONE (503) 229-5530 

April 27, 1979 

. • >s 

I- I . • . 

Intergovemnental Relations Divicioo 
Hooa 30o, State Library Building 
Salea, Oregon 97310 

Dear Sir: 

P^nnr^^-I?0^-240’ Wa haVe ^viewed the document entitled "Wilderness 
frrel^al Xnvent0^" f°r the Bureau of land ilanagement. 0^ r“iev 

Ss*mS<u*‘ “ci"-a) - 

1) Lakeview District - Geo thermal potential for all areas; 
Uranium potential for all areas 

1-1 through 1-12 — potential for obsidian and gemstones: 
silicificationn in 1-5 

I""21,22,24 — diatomite deposits 
1-103 — sunstones occur in the Rabbit Hills area 

2) Bums District 

2““90 ■ ■ possible chromite and platinum 
2—14 ojid areas to south — uranium potential; 

also geothermal potential 
2—1Q»19f111 —— petroleum potential 
2-49 through 53 

2-83,85,82,81 — potential for copper, mercury, precious 
stones, and geothermal energy 

2~73 — deposits of salt and borar; potential for geothermal 

3) Vale District — Potential for geothermal resources and potential 
for uranium. 

3-77 — deposits of betonite 

3-56,76,77 — deposits of sfemi-precious stone, including picture 
rock 



3—1 ^03,204 — deposits of mercury, uraniu 
lithium, and semi-pvecious gems tones 

South of latitude ^4°D — oil end gas potential 

5) Prineville District — Potential for geothermal resources and 
uranium deposits south of latitude 44 N 

5-53,34,35,56,40 — bentonite deposits 
5-64,65 — Potential for geothermal resources; also, semi¬ 

precious 3tones, mercury and obsidian.. 

6) Baker District 

6-10 —■ Possible potential for limestone cement rock 
6-1,2,3,3 — potential for copper, gold and silver 

11) Medford District 

11-16 Potential for gold, copper, silver, lead, and zinc 
11-10 Potential for gold 

For the total area, v/e recommend close study 02 Department 
Bulletin 100 on the geology and mineral resources of Jose¬ 
phine County (in press). 

The broad approach we have adopted for this review is necessitated by 
the crude present state of knowledge on the mineral resource potential"' of 
the State of Oregon, ilealistic inventories adequate for Oregon. Land use 
purposes and Bli-I Wilderness Review require additional mapping and •ausessmen 
efforts. 

Efficient and systematic inventories rather than localize 
needed for broad areas. V/e estimate that metallic mineral ass 
areas the size of Bill Districts would cost between 50 and 110 

a studies 
essnents 
thousand 

are 
for 

dollars fer our uepaxurent to complete. 

JIB:me - 
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UR PHY’ CREEK DIVISION 

10UNTAIN F#R 
UMBER C0.f INC. 
0 WILLIAMS HIGHWAY / GRANTS PASS, OREGON 97526 

May 2, 1979 

JfjU. tirtJ - * 

Bureau of Land Management 
310 W. 6th St. 
Medford, OR 97501 

Dear Sir: 

In response to your news release of April 26, 1979. I would like 

to comment on your Brewer Spruce research natural area. 

I do not believe this area should not be included in the national 

wilderness system. 

The B. S. research natural area is not only too small to be main- 

tained as a wilderness, but is in an area already containing many thou¬ 

sands of acres of wilderness. As for the Brewer Spruce it is neither 

rare nor endangered but occurs throughout Southern Oregon and Northern 

California at the higher elevation. 

I would hope that this B. S. research area would be returned to a 

managed forest and the wanton waste of our natural resources eliminated 

‘‘7 'o ‘ryeijn 

: \ifi d 

10 ow MW 61. 

MOUNTAIN FIR LUMBER CO., INC. 
MURPHY CREEK DIVISION 
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/l-S-fi (, 

Forestry Department 

OFFICE OF STATE FORESTER 
2600 STATE STREET, SALEM, OREGON 97310 PHONE 378-2560 

May 21, 1979 

^rlcfadfcb X^0’ Urttf' 

X//^/D 

Murl W. Storms 
Oregon State Director, BLM 
729 N.E. Oregon Street 
Portland, Oregon 97208 

Dear Murl: 

The Department of Forestry has reviewed the BLM proposal that 
the five research hatural areas in Oregon do not have 
wilderness characteristics and should receive no further 
wilderness study. Our comments are attached. 

We appreciate the opportunity to provide our perspective on 
this proposal, and we hope our comments are helpful to you in 
completing this phase of the study. 

J. E. Schroeder 
State Forester 

JES:jr 
1506B 

X/0 </ Umr ~ 
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Project It 

To Agency 

and to so 
above data 

STATE CLEARINGHOUSE 
//-£> ~/3 

Intergovornmental Relations Division 

STATE 1/1 UK ARY BLDG, Sa lcm , Oregon 97310 
ROOM 306 Phone: 378-3732 

Return 

Addressed: The attached has been submitted 

icit comments. Your ccrnmen t.s, if any, must 

in older to receive consideration. 

for your information 

be received by the 

tU ! i: 

SEE ATTACHMENTS 
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S;r3* OREGON PROJECT NOTJPICATiOl'i AtslU UEVSEW SYSTEM 
/'-£ ~/3 

STATE CLEARINGHOUSE 

Inturvjovcjrmnental Relations Division 
S TAT FI I.lhRARY BLDG , Sa ] .cm , Or cgon 973.10 

ROOM 306 I'hone: 378-3732 

Project # • 9Q.4 _ *3 1330 i:c.ti.tr. Date: HAY 2 5 1979 
To Agency Addressed: The attached has boon submitted for your information 
and to solicit comments. Your comments, if any, must, be received by the 
above date in order to receive consideration. 

U i 

I 

The Oregon Department of Fish and Wildlife agrees that the five "Instant 
Wilderness Study Areas" administered by BLM in Oregon do not have 
Wilderness characteristics. However, these research natural areas 
contain unique flora and fauna characteristics and should be preserved. 



OREGON PROJECT NOTIFICATION 

STATE CLEARINGHOUSE 

ANL REVIEW iiaiewi 
//-S' (3 

Intergovernmental Relations Division 
Room 306, Sthte Library Building 

Salem, Oregon 97310, Phone: 3/8-3732- jl^/0 

STATE A-95 REVIEW CONCLUSIONS 

APPLICANT: . —Forcet Serv-iaa 

Project Title: _ 

DatS£ 

Lngt Fprp?t—w^s-tam—Juniper, Lirtlrle Sink, Brewe 
and Douglas Fir "Instant Wilderness StudyH ruce 

I _June 1 2 , . 19 79 

The state has reviewed your project and reached the folio i g 

conclusions: 

□No significant conflict with the plans, policies 
or programs of state government have been 

identified 

Relevant comments of state agencies are attached 
and should be considered in the final design o 

your proposal. □Potential conflicts with the plans and programs 
of the state agency(s) have been satisfactorily 
resolved. No significant issues remain. 

□Significant conflicts with the plans, 
programs of state government have been identified 
and remain unresolved. The final proposal has been 
reviewed and the final comments and recommendations 

of the state are attached. 

NOTICE TO FEDERAL AGENCY 

The following is the officially 
assigned State Identifier Number: 

7104 5 1?30 
This number should be used on all 
correspondence and particularly on 
SF 424 as required by OMB A-98. 

A copy of this notification and attachments, if any, must accompany 
your application to the federal agency as required by OMB A-95. 
Comments of the appropriate local reviewing agencies will be submitt 

to you separately and must also be included. 
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BLM Research Natural Areas Proposed 

To Be Excluded From Wilderness Designation 

The Federal Land Policy and Management Act and the Wilderness 
Act of 1964 describe the characteristics to be used in 
identifying wilderness study areas. The general 
characteristics are size, naturalness and opportunities for 
solitude or primitive, unconfined recreation. 

The five research natural areas on BLM land in Oregon have been 
evaluated and described in detail in terms of the key 
wilderness characteristics. On the basis of these key 
characteristics the research natural areas do not offer the 
prerequisite qualities for wilderness. The Department of 
Forestry concurs with the BLM proposal that these research 
natural areas should not receive further consideration for 
wilderness designation. 

As noted in the BLM Wilderness Inventory Handbook, there are 
established management methods for conserving the unique 
features of these natural areas. In some cases, use and 
management of natural areas is more restrictive than that which 
would be applied under wilderness designation. These generally 
small areas should be managed to protect their unique natural 
features. However, acreage in excess of that needed to 
maintain an area's unique natural feature should be returned to 
the normal land use planning process. It appears that the Lost 
Forest Natural Area may be in this category. 

DD: jr 
1506B 
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E^ON MINERALS COMPANY, U.S.A. 
POST OFFICE BOX 120 • DENVER, COLORADO 80201 

0 

R E ROHN 
VICE PRESIDENT 
EXPLORATION 

June 19, 1979 

Oregon State Director 
Bureau of Land Management 
P. 0. Box 2965 
Portland, Oregon 97208 

Dear Sir: 

Exxon Minerals Company,'U.S.A. takes this opportunity to comment on the 
Oregon proposed Initial Wilderness Inventory. We have reviewed each iden¬ 
tified area; and based on the personal knowledge of our geologists and 
published geological data, we believe that the following areas have sigmf- 

icant mineral potential: 
* 

OR 11-10, 11-16 and 11-17 are situated within a region having high potential 
for the existence of base metal massive sulfide deposits. Exploration for 
such deposits is currently being conducted in the region. 

We sincerely hope that you will give serious consideration to the above 
comment and to withdrawal of the subject areas from further consideration for 
Wilderness classification. 

RER:0RH:svd 
VO 

r~r 
trr 

Cr 

AN OPERATING DIVISION 
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INTRODUCTION 

I 

The Little Sink Research Natural Area is an 80 acre tract of public 

land in Polk County, Oregon. The 80 acres are surrounded by privately 

owned land. The Instant Study Area which was reviewed for wilderness 

characteristics contains only the 80 acres included in the natural 
area. 

1 
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Wilderness Instant Study Area Recommendation 

The Little Sink Research Natural Area is recommended as unsuitable for 

wilderness. No changes are proposed for the future management of the 

area. 

The area does not meet any of the size requirements for wilderness 

areas. The 80 acres do appear to be affected primarily by the forces 

of nature, with the imprints of human activities being substantially 

unnoticeable. Because of its small size the area does not provide 

outstanding opportunities for either solitude or primitive and 

unconfined types' of recreation. 

This recommendation will not cause economic or social impacts. 

The short-term and long-term effects of this recommendation would be to 

remove the area from the constraints of the interim management policy 

guidelines imposed by Section 603(c) of the Federal Land Policy and 

Management Act of 1976. The previously designated 80 acres would be 

maintained in their existing condition under continuing management as a 

research natural area. 

The study has not identified any options that would be foregone if this 

recommendation is adopted. 

Date 

kCV 

FEB 2 9 1980 
Date 

/s/Frank Gregg June 27, 1980 

Director, Bureau of Land Management Date 
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WILDERNESS REVIEW 
LITTLE SINK INSTANT STUDY AREA 

BOUNDARY OF ISA 

ELIMINATED BLM LAND 

EXEMPT BLM LAND 

UNITED STATES DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR 

SCALE 1=100000 BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT 

km 0 EG0N 

o 

miles 

2 DECEMBER ! 97 9 





STATISTICAL SUMMARY 

Little Sink 

Research Natural Area 

Polk County, Oregon 

Salem District 

Previously Contiguous 

Designated Area Lands (if any) Total 

Acres Without 

Wilderness Characteristics 80 — 80 

Area With 

Wilderness Characteristics N/A N/A 

Total 80 80 

Ownership in Study Area 

BLM 80 80 
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BACKGROUND INFORMATION 

The Little Sink Research Natural Area was established in October, 1973. 

It occupies an area of the Coast Range foothills that has been 

extensively affected by large-scale landsliding and frequent mass soil 

movements. The area is forested, primarily with Douglas-fir, and has 

been designated a natural area in order to preserve the diversity 

within this forest type which occurs in an area with substantial 

geological disturbance. Three distinct plant communities have been 

identified and, in addition, there are many microhabitats occupying 
small areas. 

The area contains two perennial ponds occupying slump basins, and many 

intermittent ponds. The Little Sink area provides excellent habitat 

for many animals, including wategfowl, some of which nest in the area. 

The natural area offers opportunities for research concerned with the 

development of timber management policies and logging practices for 

similar areas in the Coast Range. In addition, the area is suitable 

for studies of the relationships among soils, vegetation and fauna in 

areas frequently affected by geological disturbances. 

The initial finding that this 80-acre area does not have wilderness 

characteristics was announced on April 26, 1979. A 60-day period for 

public review and comment was announced on the same date. Public 

meetings were held at several locations, including Salem and Portland,, 

Oregon, to discuss the preliminary finding and to receive comments. 

Ten comments were received from individuals, organizations or agencies. 

Nine of the comments either directly or indirectly supported the 

initial finding. One of the comments disagreed v/.ith the finding and 

argued that the area has wilderness characteristics and that the size 

criteria should not be used as a basis for establishing wilderness 

areas. Two of the comments which agreed with the preliminary finding 

rpco'ifically mentioned that the area should be preserved and that the 

research natural area designation is more appropriate than wilderness 

status would be. Copies of all public comments submitted regarding 

this area are included in the Permanent Documentation File at the Salem 

District Office, and are provided in Appendix B of this report. 

The State Director's final determination that the Little Sink Instant 

Study Area does not have wilderness characteristics was announced on 

August 29, 1979. 

7 
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APPENDIX A 

Intensive Inventory 



WILDERNESS INVENTORY 
WILDERNESS SUMMARY SHEET 

I. LOCATION 

Inventory Unit No: OR-8-1_ 

Area Name: Little Sink Research Natural Area "Instant Study Area" 

District: Salem_State:_Oregon_ 

II. SUMMARY 

A. Results of wilderness characteristies analysis. 

1. Does the area appear to be natural? 
2. Does the area offer outstanding 

opportunities for solitude or a primitive 
and unconfined type recreation? 

3. Does the area meet any of the size 
requirements? 

4. Does the area have supplemental values? 

B. Resulting map. 
Attach a map showing inventory unit, roads, area with possibility 
of returning to a natural state, recommended boundary of wilderness 
study area (WSA). 

III. RECOMMENDATION 

X yes _no 

_yes x no 

_yes X no 
X yes _no 

Check one: 
_Area should be approved as a WSA. 
X Area does not qualify for wilderness study. 
_A portion of the area should be approved as a WSA for further 

study and reported to the President. The restrictions imposed 
by Section 603 will no longer apply (reference to map) on the 
remainder of the area. 

B. State Director : 

Date: 



WILDERNESS INTENSIVE INVENTORY 

UNIT NO. OR-8-1_ 

NAME OF AREA Little Sink Research 

Natural Area 11'Instant' Study Area11 

Explain by a concise narrative the following essential wilderness 
characteristies: 

1. SIZE 

The inventory unit is 80 acres of contiguous land administered by 
the BLM. It is rectangular in shape, constituting the W^NW% Section 
33, Township 8 South, Range 6 West, Willamette Meridian. 

The unit is completely surrounded by private lands. Roads do not 
constitute any portion of the unit's boundary. 

The size of the area is not considered suitable for wilderness 
management. 

Summary: Does the area have at least 5,000 acres of contiguous 
land and is it of sufficient size to make practicable 
its preservation and use in an unimpaired condition? 

YES (^N0^/ (circle one) 

SIGNATURE: 

1 



UNIT NO. OR-8-1 

2. NATURALNESS 

The unit is a component of the Federal Research Natural Area (RNA) 
system. Reflecting management objectives for a RNA, the unit exists 
in a natural state with few human impacts that disrupt its natural 
features and biotic ecosystems. 

Approximately five acres of vegetation within the unit at its north¬ 
east and southeast corners has been removed by encroaching clear 
cut timber harvesting techniques applied on the adjacent lands. A 
perennial pond and its associated ecosystem located on the west 
boundary of the unit has been partially altered and disrupted by 
timber harvest operations. Other human impacts within the inventory 
unit are limited primarily to the vacinity of two perennial ponds 
which have substandard foot trails leading to them from the west. In 
addition, some minor damage along these riparian environments has 
resulted from repetitive foot travel. 

The naturalness of the landscape of the adjacent private lands has 
been drastically disrupted by logging practices and the development 
of Camp Fire Girls* Camp Kilowan. Roads, skid trails, buildings, and 
other developed facilities are evidence of these impacts. 

While the imprint of human activities adjacent to and surrounding the 
inventory unit adversely impacts the naturalness of the general 
vacinity in which the inventory unit is located, the unit, in and of 
itself, appears to be generally natural and remains untrammeled 
by man and his activities. 

Summary: Does the area generally appear to have been affected primarily 
by the forces of nature, with the imprint of man's work 
substantially unnoticeable? 

(^ESy NO (circle one) 

SIGNATURE: DATE: 

2 



UNIT NO. OR-8-1 

3. OUTSTANDING OPPORTUNITY FOR SOLITUDE OR A PRIMITIVE AND UNCONFINED 
RECREATION ANALYSIS 

A. SOLITUDE 

Diverse topography, characterized by steep to very steep slopes 
interrupted by slump benches, scarps and basins, aided by dense 
vegetative screening, provides locations within the unit which 
may offer some degree of solitude for the casual visitor of 
the unit. 

However, the majority of the unit's landscape is oriented such 
that it faces Camp KiIowan (1,100 feet to the west) and a nearby 
county road (approximately 900 feet northwest). The audible 
intrusions generated by vehicular travel and Camp Kilowan activ¬ 
ities lessens the opportunity to experience solitude within the 
majority of the unit. Additionally, the frequency and numbers of 
people visiting the unit during the summer months further restricts 
one's opportunity to experience any significant degree of solitude 
or seclusion from other people. The majority of the 1,400 people 
who use Camp Kilowan each year hike into the inventory unit at one 
time or another during their stay. This use is conducted as day 
hikes to two of the perennial ponds associated with the unit. Both 
of these ponds are centrally located on the north-south axis of the 
unit and are located as to provide the easiest foot access of all 
the features in the unit. 

Therefore, due to its general orientation in relation to human 
activities on adjacent lands, as well as its small size and its 
shape, the degree of solitude one may experience within the unit is 
considered to be of a limited nature. 

Summary: Does the area have outstanding opportunities for solitude? 

YES (circle one) 

SIGNATURE: /??? 

3 



UNIT NO. OR-8-1 

B. PRIMITIVE AND UNCONFINED RECREATION 

The unit's small size makes it virtually impossible to experience 
a primitive and unconfined type of recreation. Hiking, botonical 
and zoological sightseeing and photography are dispersed, non- 
motorized and undeveloped forms of recreation activities available 
within the unit. However, opportunities for these activities are 
severely restricted to the unit's 80 acres. Beyond the boundaries 
of the unit these opportunities are severely altered or nonexistent 
and prohibit any resemblance of an opportunity for a primitive and 
unconfined type of recreation. 

Summary: Does the area have outstanding opportunities for a primitive 
and unconfined type of recreation? 

YES (circle one) 

SIGNATURE: 

4 



UNIT NO. OR-8-1 

SUPPLEMENTAL VALUES 

The inventory unit was designated a RNA to exemplify the diversity 
within the Douglas-fir forest type occupying an area which has 
undergone considerable landsliding. Its primary value is that it 
represents a geologically disturbed area with slumps, ponds and recent 
natural disturbances. Three distinct plant communities have been 
identified within the unit. The ponds and their specific micro¬ 
environments and habitats contribute considerably to diversity of 
flora and fauna. 

The inventory unit is preserved for scientific research and educational 
studies of its natural features and natural processes in an unaltered 
ecosystem. 

Summary: Does the area contain ecological, geological, or other features 
of scientific, educational, scenic, or historical values? 

SIGNATURE 

(circle one) 

DATE: 



UNIT NO. OR-8-1 

5. POSSIBILITY OF CERTAIN AREAS RETURNING TO A NATURAL CONDITION 

There exists no significant imprints of man's work within the unit 
which warrant mitigative measures to return the area to an unnoticeable 
level. 

Summary: If the area were to become a wilderness area, could the 
imprint of man's work be reduced by either natural processes 
or by hand labor to a level judged to be substantially 
unnoticeable? 

6 
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1. Natural Conditions. Are the imprints of man’s work substantially 
unnoticeable? What man-made features are you aware of in the inventory 
unit? 

2. Does the area or island provide outstanding opportunities for solitude or a 

primitive and unconfined type of recreation? Why or why not? 
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BLM INITIAL WILDERNESS INVENTORY 

PUBLIC COMMENT SHEET 

We would appreciate your comments during this phase of the Wilderness Review , 
being conducted by the Bureau of Land Management under the Federal Land 

Policy and Management Act of 1976. During this early phase of the process 
we are trying to separate roadless areas and islands which warrant a more 
intensive inventory from those which clearly and obviously do not have 
wilderness characteristics. 

Please list your comments, referring to a specific inventory unit, on the 
back of this sheet and return it to us during one of the public meetings or 
mail it to the district office which administers the area. 

BLM's Oregon State Director has made his initial recommendations. Information 
and opinions we seek during this process will be considered in his final 
decision to eliminate or retain areas to proceed on through the wilderness 
inventory process. 

Here is some information that might help you in your judgment: 

Roads 

Boundaries of roadless areas are either roads or non-BLM lands. For purposes 

of the wilderness inventory, BLM uses the roadless area definition contained 
in the legislative history of the Federal Land Policy and Management Act of 1976 

The word "roadless" refers to the absence of roads which have 
been improved and maintained by mechanical means to insure 
relatively regular and continuous use. A way maintained solely 
by the passage of vehicles does not constitute a road. 

If you believe that roads shown as boundaries of the inventory units are not 
roads—as defined above—or that additional roads divide the units into two 
or more areas, you may want to mark the maps accordingly and return them with 
your comments * 

Wilderness Characteristics 

Congress required that BLM use the criteria in Section 2(c) of the Wilderness 
Act to determine whether roadless areas of the public lands have wilderness 
characteristics. Congress said in Section 2(c) that: 

"A wilderness, in contrast with those areas where nan and his works dominate 
the Landscape, is hereby recognized as an area where the earth and its 
canxnity of Life are untranmeled by nan, where nan himself is a visitor 
who does not remain. An area of 'wilderness is farther defined to mean in 
this Act an area of undeveloped Federal land retaining its primeval character 
and influence, without permanent improvements or huzan habitation, which 
is protected and managed so as to preserve its rarural conditions and -which 
(1) generally appears to have been affected primarily by the forces of 
nature, with the imprint of man's work substantially unnociceable; (2) has 
outstanding opportunities for solitude or a primitive and unconfined type of 
recreation; (3) has at least five thousand acres of land or is of sufficient 
size as to make practicable its preservation and use in an -unimpaired condi¬ 
tion; and (4) may also contain ecological, geological or ether features of 
scientific, educational, scenic, or historical values." 

over 
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ASSOCIATION OF OREGON COUNTIES 

PF SNT 

FIRST Vlo.- -RES 

SECOND VICE PRES 

TREASURER 

LOCAL GOVERNMENT CENTER 
1201 COURT STREET N E 

GEORGE CALVERT — Josephine county 

EARLE C MISENER — union county 

STAN SKOKO — Clackamas county 

F. E. KNIGHT — Tillamook count; 

P O BOX 12729 
SALEM, OREGON 97309 

P-A-Z 
(503) 585-8351 

P. JERRY ORRICK, executive director 

16 May 1979 

The Association of Oregon Counties 1201 Court St., NE, Salem, Oregon, 

P. 0. Box 12729, 97309, supports the position of the Bureau of Land Management 

regarding five Research Natural Areas on BLM land in Oregon. 

The AOC represents all 36 Oregon counties and the 117 elected county 

Commissioners and County Judges' who comprise the governing bodies of the 

counties in Oregon. The organization has been in existence for 74 years, 

with permanent headquarters and a full-time staff in Salem since 1959. 

The BLM is in posession of a formal Resolution from the Lake County 

Commission regardingthe Lost Forest Research Natural Area. While we concur with 

your decision on the Lost Forest, we feel your further study will also 

determine that it does not qualify for wilderness designation, even though it 

will be studied in connection with decisions relative to larger study areas 

surrounding it. 

The Western Juniper Instant Study Area, also a Research Natural Area, 

is part of a larger area for wilderness study and review. We concur, but also 

feel your further study in this instance will determine again that it is not 

suitable for wilderness designation. 

AOC feels the special management provided for the Research Natural Areas 

is designed to provide adequate protection for their unique characteristics 

and designation as wilderness would not only interfere with this management 

but would in no way add to the values that called for the special designation 

in the first place. 

With Little Sink, Brewer-Spruce, and Douglas-fir (Cherry Creek), we 

likewise concur with the BLM finding that the areas do not qualify for 

designation as wilderness. 

I am personally familiar with three of the areas. Lost Forest, Western 

Juniper and Little Sink, and recognize their unique values and the need for 

special management and protection, but not for their designation as wilderness. 

ASSOCIATION OF OREGON COUNTIES 

LOCAL GOVERNMENT CENTER » 1201 COURT STREET N E. 

P O BOX 12729 / SALEM, OREGON 97309 / (503)585-8351 

KESS CANNON 
EXECUTIVE ASSISTANT 
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You may find it convenient to submit your comments on a specific roadless area 
or island by addressing one or both of these criteria. 

1. Natural Conditions. Are the imprints of man’s work substantially 
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BLM INITIAL WILDERNESS INVENTORY 

PUBLIC COMMENT SHEET 

We would appreciate your comments during this phase of the Wilderness Review 

being conducted by the Bureau of Land Management under the Federal Land 
Policy and Management Act of 1976. During this early phase of the process 
we are trying to separate roadless areas and islands which warrant a more 
intensive inventory from those which clearly and obviously do not have 
wilderness characteristics. 

Please list your comments, referring to a specific inventory unit, on the 
back of this sheet and return it to us during one of the public meetings or 
mail it to the district office which administers the area. 

BLM’s Oregon State Director has made his initial recommendations. Information 
and opinions we seek during this process will be considered in his final 
decision to eliminate or retain areas to proceed on through the wilderness 

inventory process. 

Here is some information that might help you in your judgment: 

Roads 

Boundaries of roadless areas are either roads or non-BLM lands. For purposes 

of the wilderness inventory, BLM uses the roadless area definition contained 
in the legislative history of the Federal Land Policy and Management Act of 1976 

The word "roadless" refers to the absence of roads which have 
been improved and maintained by mechanical means to insure 
relatively regular and continuous use. A way maintained solely 
by the passage of vehicles does not constitute a road. 

If you believe that roads shown as boundaries of the inventory units are not 
roads—as defined above—or that additional roads divide the units into two 
or more areas, you may want to mark the maps accordingly and return them with 
your comments. 

Wilderness Characteristics 

Congress required that BLM use the criteria in Section 2(c) of the Wilderness 
Act to determine whether roadless areas of the public lands have wilderness 
characteristics. Congress said in Section 2(c) that: 

"A wilderness, in contrast with these areas where nan and his works dominate 
the landscape, is hereby recognized as an area where the earth and its 
camunity of life are untrsnmeled by man, where man himself is a visitor 
who does not remain. An area of wilderness is farther defined to mean in 
this Act an area of andeveioped Federal land retaining its primeval character 
and influence, without permanent improvements or mean habitation, which 
is protected and managed so as to preserve its natural conditions and which 
(1) generally appears to have been affected primarily by the forces of 
nature, with the imprint of man's work substantially umoticeable; (2) has 
outstanding opportunities for solitude or a primitive and unconfined type of 
recreation; (3) has ac least five thousand acres of land or is cf sufficient 
size as to make practicable its preservation and >:se in an unimpaired condi¬ 
tion; and (4) may also contain ecological, geological or ether features of 
scientific, educational, scenic, or historical values." 

over 
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WESTERN FORESTRY 
F~/4~/ot 

and CONSERVATION ASSOCIATION 
(Since 1909) 

. . . forest conservation through cooperative effort in Western North America 

One Forest Under Two Flagg 

President 

Ernest B Corrick 

Vice* Presidents 

Grant Ainscough 

Ki n in (\ Scheider 

Howard Millan 

VV Lw Robinson 

•John G Miles 

Russell Hudson 

Trustee> 

Grant Ainscough 

A B Anderson 

Robert J. Anderson 

Kd Baker 

Jerry Behm 

Morris H Bergman 

Larrs Biasing 

Stewart Bledsoe 

A1 Brennan 

W (» Burch 

Richard Carlson 

William (i Cochran 

Krnest B Corrick 

Bruce Devitt 

AMERICAN BANK BUILDING 

PORTLAND, OREGON 97205 

PHONE: (503) 226-4562 STEELE BARNETT 

FOREST COUNSEL 

May 25, 1979 

Director 

Salem District Office 

Bureau of Land Management 

P. 0. Box 3227 
Salem, Oregon 97302 

Dear Sir: 

Reference is made to the recent request for comment on your 

decision not to recommend Wilderness classification for the Lost Sink 

Research Natural Area. 

Reynold Dickhaus 

Ron Klmgren 

Robert A Hansen 

Robert Helding 

Robert G Helgeson 

Rn hard Hirschberg 

Russell Hudson 

Stanley Hulett 

Robert J Kirk 

Milton O Koppang 

Into Liimatta 

John Masson 

John McMahon 

Harrell H McQuillan 

John G Miles 

Howard Millan 

Robert J Muir 

David Price 

1.eland M Pugslev 

Douglas K Hickson 

W Lee Robinson 

James Rydelius 

Ervin ('. Scheider 

John Thompson 

E L Williams 

Ted Young 

Secreta r\ 

Howard Millan 

Treasurer 

E I. Williams 

The Western Forestry and Conservation Association has long 

supported the concept of research natural areas and the ability to con¬ 

trol entry into them. We are also on record as supporting the need for 

wilderness and the inclusion of some lands into the Wilderness sytem. 

We do not however feel that the two uses - research natural areas and 

Wilderness - are necessarily compatible. While "Wilderness" does have 

many retrictions relative to its use it does imply ready access to any 

and all meeting the restrictions. Additionally "Wilderness" designation 
does tend to invite visitors into an area with the possible consequences 

of human disturbance of the ecosystem to be preserved. For these reasons 

we generally do not support the designation of research natural areas as 
wilderness. 

The Lost Sink RNA does not truly serve the concept of a research 

natural area. It is unique but is not distinctively so and is too small 

to provide solitude. These factors make it unsuitable for "Wilderness" 

classification. Therefore we concur with your recommendation not to 

seek "Wilderness" status. 

Asst Secretary Treasurer 

Edna Kr\es 

Past president 

John Callaghan 

Very truly yours, 

Wi /0:UiuXl 

Steele Barnett 

Forest Counsel 

SB :k 

th 
Wchtern f-oiestry Conference. SHI RATON SPOKANE 

j. s. ” t >v:ro i 1 t ku »<«• -'>••• •*' 

fA!Rlr'jfjj 

niifl Hall li ILUJ 
gj^£A!i Of IAKU RSANAGEMENT 

SALEM. OREGON 

SPOKANE WASHINGTON, DECEMBER 4 7 1979 



MID WILLAMETTE 

COUNCIL OF 
400 SENATOR BUILDING ★ 220 HIGH 

TELEPHONE (503) 588-6177 

May 21, 1979 /)//• 

VALLEY 

GOVERNME 
ST. N.E, SALEM, OREGON 97301 

ALAN H. HERSHEY, Director 

Mr. Stanley D. Lester, Chief 

Branch of Lands, Minerals & Rec. 

Bureau of Land Management 

P.0. Box 2965 

Portland, OR 97034 

SUBJECT: A-95 Review 

I 

Dear Mr. Stanley; 

The Clearinghouse staff of the Council of Governments has completed its 

review of the subject program, 

Your Notice of Intent was made available for inquiries by local agencies, 

but we received no comments. Since no comment was received to the 

contrary, we can assume that the program is consistent with comprehensive 

planning, and local plans, programs and objectives and no significant 

conflicts have been identified. 

PROJECT TITLE; LITTLE SINK WILDERNESS 

STUDY AREA 

APPLICANT; Bureau of Land Manageme 

Thank you for the opportunity to comment on this program. 

Very truly yours. 

fames R. Hockin 

Clearinghouse Officer 

JRH/g 

cc: Martin Loring, State Clearinghouse Coordinator 
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MEMBER AGENCIES: 

> ve of Oreqon COUNTIES: Marion, Polk, Yamhill, CITIES: Amity, Aumsville, Aurora, Carlton, Dallas, Dayton, Detroit, Falls City, Gervais 

oanha Independence. Jeflerson, Lafayette, McMinnville, Monmouth, Mt. Angel, Newberg, Salem. Sheridan, Silverton, Stayton, Sublimit 

Villamina' Wooduurn SPECIAL DISTRICTS: Chemeketa Community College, Marion County Fire District # 1, Marion County Intermediate 

)istrict. Yamhill County Intermediate Education District, Marion, Polk and Yamhill Soil & Water Conservation Districts. Salem School D, 



OREGON PRO CT NOTIFICATION AND » 

iJjfci' '/^TATE CLEARINGHOUSE 0-/1'2,7 
lnte»ge»»emiii*at«l Relation* Division 

Room 306, Stfcte Library Duiiairui 
Salem, Oregon 97310, Phone: 378-3 inlfpfr^Prm pj-i 

STATE A-95 REVIEW CONCLUSIONS 
n y- - . 

i t)l!=D toil U U=j 
PIIREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT 

-ri r-*/t or=’r~r''^- 
ApPL I CANT *. .y ^s. F- 

Project T.tle: 
Spruce and Douglas Fir instant 

Date: _june_i2^-iai3-- 

. reached the following 
The state has reviewed your project and reache 

conclusions: 

No significant conflict wit* ^ha^en01'0'*5 

□ 
identified 

jr 

□ 
□ 
□ 

Relevant comments of state a??"Cfinal^esign of 
and should be considered in the final desig 

your proposal. 

Potential conflicts the plans and programs 

resolved^atNo°siqnificant^ssues remain. 

Significant conflicts with the P^ns policies or 

programs of state governmentt £*o osal has been 

reviewed'and"the°final events anS recommendations 

of the state are attached. 

op inc mmcarjh 

notice to federal agencyf 
The following is the officially Jj 
assianed State Identifier Number: 

ijjpmiauap[n| 
\ ..‘DM a 2197° J 

\fcion/ iu . 
7904 3 1?)G 

• 

bureau OF. LAND WANAGbKt 
SALEM. OREGON 

This number should be used on alL 
correspondence and particularly on 

^SF^424^as^eguired by OMB A-98j^^ 

OMB A-95. A COD V Of this nOtlllCdUUU an^ '.. ' -. 

your application to the federal agency as ncies will be submit 
comments of the appropriate local reviewing agencies 

to you separately and must also be included. 



CREG.ON PS.0 :CT NOTIFICATION 

STATE CLEARINGHOUSE 

LEViEW SYSTEM 

O-A -3 y 
Int.orcjovorurrienta.1 Relations Di vi sion 
STATF. i. 1 liKARV BLDG, Sa 1 (nn , Or ey on 9 7310 

ROOM 306 Rhone: 378-3732 

\» i ojoct. if 2SjQ4 - 5_123Q in Date 1379 

To Agency Addressed: The attached has been submitted for your information 
and to solicit comments. Your comments, if any, must, be received by the 
above date in order to receive consideration. 

I )t 

I 

The Oregon Department of Fish and Wildlife agrees that Lhe five "Instant 

Wilderness Study Areas" administered by BLM in Oregon do not have 

Wilderness characteristics. However, these research natural areas 

contain unique flora and fauna characteristics and should he preserved. 

t. DtrnMmcWl U Inc MltKiUo 

LJ I , 1 . ,• #» 
.'bb jl::# ;S/v: 

j l=Ss S1TB 
BUREAU Of LAND fiSANAOEA^NT 

GALEM. OREGON 



ATE CLEARINGHOUSE 

AND REVIEW SYSTEM 

£>-/?- 37 

Intergovernmental Relations Division 

STATE 1,1 UK ARY BLDG, Sa lem , Oregon <>7 310 
ROOM 306 Phone: 378-3732 

Proj ect Rctu1n Date =. m 2&m 
To Agency Addressed: The attached has been submitted for your information 
and to solicit comments. Your comments, if any, must be received by the 

above date in order to receive consideration. 

C O 

SEE ATTACHMENTS 
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Forestry Department 

OFFICE OF STATE FORESTER 

Murl W. Storms 
Oregon State Director, BLM 
729 N.E. Oregon Street 
Portland, Oregon 97208 

Dear Murl: 
-* 

The Department of Forestry has reviewed the BLM proposal that 
the five research natural areas in Oregon do not have 
wilderness characteristics and should receive no further 
wilderness study. Our comments are attached. 

We appreciate the opportunity to provide our perspective on 
this proposal, and we hope our comments are helpful to you in 
completing this phase of the study. 

J. E. Sehroeder 
State Forester 

JES:jr 
1506 B 

J-Ortnn j Me. Wl Or me. imuuUfx 

EAD OF LAND WAWAGEV 
^ALEM. OREGON 
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BLM Research Natural Areas Proposed 

To Be Excluded From Vlilderness Designation 

ra L Land Policy and Management Act and the Wild 
Act or 1964 describe the characteristics to be used in 
identifying wilderness study areas. The general 
characteristics are size, naturalness and opportunities 
solitude or primitive, unconfined recreation. 

a. \; j o 

for 

The five research natural areas on BLM land in Oregon have been 
evaluated and described in detail in terms of the key 
wilderness characteristics. On the basis of these key 
characteristics the research natural areas do not offer the 
prerequisite qualities for wilderness. The Department of 
Forestry concurs with the BLM proposal that these research 
natural areas should no't receive further consideration for 
wilderness designation. 

As noted in the BLM Wilderness Inventory Handbook, there are 
established management methods for conserving the unique 
features of these natural areas. In some cases, use and 
management of natural areas is more restrictive than that which 
would be applied under wilderness designation. These generally 
small areas should be managed to protect their unique natural 
features. However, acreage in excess of that needed to 
maintain an area’s unique natural feature should be returned to 
the normal land use planning process. It appears that the Lost 
Forest Natural Area may be in this category. 
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LOST FOREST 

RESEARCH NATURAL AREA 
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NOTE TO REVIEWERS 

960 acres of this Instant Study Area were found to have wilderness 
characteristics in conjunction with the larger Sand Dunes WSA (OR-1-24), and 
this portion was studied in the final Oregon Wilderness EIS and reported in 
the associated Wilderness Study Report. The remaining 8,000 acres were found 
to lack wilderness characteristics as documented in this report. The 
adjoining inventory units were found to lack wilderness characteristics and 
were released from wilderness review. 
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INTRODUCTION 

The Lost Forest Research Natural Area is anv8,960 acre tract of land in 

Lake County, Oregon. Portions of it are contiguous with BLM intensive 

wilderness inventory units 1-9 (32,360 acres), 1-12 (6,240 acres), and 

1-24 (15,520 acres). 

The entire Research Natural Area (RNA) was evaluated for wilderness 

characteristics in 1979. Those portions of the RNA which are 

contiguous with intensive inventory units are currently being 

re-evaluated as part of the intensive wilderness inventory of the 

larger units. 
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ASSESSMENT OF WILDERNESS CHARACTERISTICS 

The Lost Forest Research Natural Area does not possess wilderness 

characteristics. Roads divide the area into several parcels ranging in 

size from 600 to 2,500 acres. None of these parcels meets any of the 

minimum size criteria for wilderness study area. It would not be 

practicable to preserve and use any of the parcels as wilderness areas. 

In addition to the roads, there are several ways in the area. The area 

was logged during the early 1950s and stumps are scattered throughout 

the stands of pine trees. Land near a large rock outcrop in the south 

central part of the area has been scarred by off-road vehicles. In 

various places picnickers and campers have compacted the soil and left 

fire pits. The impacts of these human activities are substantially 

noticeable. The area does not appear to have been affected primarily 

by the forces of nature. 

The terrain is flat to gently rolling with occasional bluffs and rock 

outcrops. There are sand dunes in portions of the area. Vegetation 

includes relatively open stands of ponderosa pine, as well as western 

juniper, sagebrush, other shrubs and native grasses. The area does not 

offer outstanding opportunities for solitude because of the roads and 

ways, the lack of vegetation or topographic diversity which could 

provide effective screening, and the limited size of the area. 

The area does not offer outstanding opportunities for primitive and 

unconfined recreational activities. There are too many disturbances of 

the natural landscape and the parcels without roads are too confining 

for the area to qualify as outstanding for wilderness recreational use. 

In summary, the Lost Forest Research Natural Area does not have 

wilderness characteristics. It is too small, it does not appear to be 

generally natural, and it does not offer outstanding opportunities for 

either solitude or primitive and unconfined recreation. 
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STATUS OF CONTIGUOUS LANDS 

Roads divide the Lost Forest Research Natural Area (RNA) into several 

parcels, some of which are contiguous with roadless public lands under 

BLM administration and subject to review for wilderness 

characteristics. 

A small parcel in the southeastern corner of the RNA is part of 

Inventory Unit 1-25. That unit was determined not to have wilderness 

characteristics in 1977-1978, during a special project inventory along 

a proposed route for a Pacific Power and Light Company transmission 

line. 

Along the northwestern boundary there are three very small pieces of 

the RNA which are part of Inventory Unit 1-9. The northeastern section 

of the RNA is part of Inventory Unit 1—12, and a small parcel along 

southwestern boundary is part of Inventory Unit 1-24. These three 

inventory units are included in the intensive wilderness inventory that 

is currently underway. The proposed decisions of whether to recommend 

them for wilderness study area status or for elimination from further 

review will be announced in March 1980. 
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REASON FOR DEFERRAL AND SCHEDULE FOR COMPLETION 

The recommendation of whether the Lost Forest Research Natural Area 

(RNA) is suitable or unsuitable for wilderness has been deferred 

because several portions of the RNA are contiguous with three larger 

intensive wilderness inventory units. The three larger units include a 

total of 54,120 acres, an area which could not be intensively 

inventoried in time to meet the schedule for the wilderness review of 

the Instant Study Areas. 

It has been determined that the RNA by itself does not have wilderness 

characteristics. However, it is possible that some portions of the RNA 

could have wilderness characteristics when evaluated with the larger 

contiguous units. Therefore, the recommendation has been deferred 

until completion of the intensive inventory of the contiguous units. 

The field inventory of the contiguous lands has been completed and the 

proposed decisions on the intensive wilderness inventory is scheduled 

to be announced on March 27, 1980. That announcement will be followed 

by a 90-day period for public review and comment. The final decisions 

are scheduled to be announced in the early autumn of 1980. The final 

decisions on the contiguous units will become effective 30 days follow 

ing their announcement, unless the decisions are protested and 

appealed. If no protests or appeals are received on any of decisions 

about the contiguous units, then the recommendation on the Lost Forest 

Instant Study Area will be submitted by December 1, 1980. If protests 

and appeals are made the submitted date would have to be indefinitely 
postponed. 

4 
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STATISTICAL SUMMARY 

Lost Forest 

Research Natural Area 

Lake County, Oregon 

Lakeview District 

Previously 

Designated Area 

Contiguous 

Lands (if any) Total 

Acres Without 

Wilderness Characteristics 

8,960 Not known 8,960 

Acres With 

Wilderness Characteristics 

None Not known 

at this time 

— 

Total 8,960 — 8,960 

Ownership in Study Area 

BLM 8,960 —- 
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PHOTOGRAPHS 
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BACKGROUND INFORMATION 

The Lost Foresf Research Natural Area, was established in 1972. The 

area is located on the eastern portion of the Christinas Lake Basin, a 

basin occupied by lakes during wet climatic periods of the Pleistocene 

and post-Pleistocene. The landscape is relatively flat, and, with the 

exception of occasional rock outcrops, the relief is gently. There are 

numerous old pluvial lake shoreline features and some areas of active 

sand dunes. The vegetation in the area is a mosaic of savanna, forest 

and shrub-steppe communities. The most distinctive aspect of the 

vegetation is the presence of' stands of ponderosa pine in an arid, 

low-lying area, at least 65 km. (40 miles) from the nearest forest 

outliers. The-pines occur in open stands with western juniper, sage, 
and other shrubs. 

This natural area offers opportunities for studies of an isolated 

ponderosa pine community and of the possibility that the Lost Forest 

ponderosa community has undergone significant genetic changes in 

adaptation to its arid encironment. Active sand dunes cover more than 

five percent of the area and provide opportunities for studies of dune 

formation and wind erosion. Lost Forest also offers opportunities for 

tree ring analyses, problem analysis of lake bottom sediments, and the 

study of fluctuations of pluvial lakes and possible human prehistory. 

No other significant resource values have been identified in the area. 

The initial finding that the Lost Forest Research Natural Area does not 

have wilderness characteristics was announced on April 26, 1979. A 

60-day period for public review and comment was announced on the same 

day. Public meetings were held in several locations, including 

Lakeview, Klamath Falls and Portland, to discuss the preliminary 

finding and to receive comments. 

Nineteen comments were received from individuals, organizations, or 

agencies. Twelve of the comments supported the initial finding either 

directly or indirectly. Of these, five identified specific wilderness 

characteristics which are lacking in the area. Two of these 12 

comments specifically mentioned that the resources in the area should 

be preserved and that research natural area designation is more 

appropriate than wilderness stetu-s would be. Seven of the comments 

disagreed with :the initial finding and urged that all or parts of the 

area be designated a wilderness study area. Of these, two stated that 

the human works ware not substantially noticeable, and two suggested 

that the area does offer outstanding opportunities for solitude or 

primitive and unconfined recreation. All public comments submitted 

regarding this^area are included in the Permanent Documentation File at. 

the Lakeview District Office. Copies are included in Appendix B of 

this report. 

11 





The State Director's final determination that the-Lost Forest Instant 

Study Area does not possess wilderness characteristics was announced on 

August 29, 1979. At the same time it was also announced that portions 

of the area would be re-evaluated during the intensive inventory of 

contiguous units with lands which extend across the boundary of the 

natural area. 

12 
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WILDERNESS INVENTORY 

WILDERNESS SUMMARY SHEET 

I. LOCATION 

Inventory unit No. (area or island, grouping of areas or islands): 0R-010-12 

Areas/island name: Lost Forest Research National Area 

District: Lakeview___ State: Oregon 

II. SUMMARY: 

A. Results of wilderness characteristics analysis. 

1. Does the area or island appear to be natural? 

2. Does the area or island offer outstanding 

opportunities for solitude or a primitive 
and unconfined type recreation? 

3. Does the area meet any of the size 

requirements? 

A. Does the area or island have supplemental 
values? 

B. Resulting map. 

Attach a map showing inventory unit, roads, area with possibility 

of returning to a natural state, recommended boundary of wilderness 
study area (WSA). 

III. RECOMMENTATION 

* * 

Check one: 

_Area or island should be approved as a WSA. 

—X—Area or island does not qualify for wilderness study. 

-A portion of the area(s) or island (s) should be approved as a 

WSA for further study and reported to the President. The 

restrictions imposed by Section 603 will no longer apply 
(reference to map) on the remainder of the area. 

IV. APPROVAL 

A. District 

yes X no 

yes X no 

yes 
X 

no 

yes no 

B. State Director: 





■WILDERNESS INTENSIVE INVENTORY 

unit no. 0R-010-12_ 

Lost Forest Research 
name OF area Natural Area (RNA) 

Explain by a concise narrative the following essential wilderness 

characteristics (for guidance see text in the Wilderness Inventory 
Handbook): 

1. SIZE 

Narrative: The Lost Forest Research Natural Area (RNA) contains 
8,960 acres of public land. The unit is traversed by one north 
to south road and by two roads running from east to west (see Map 1). 
The roads break the RNA into 5 units containing from approximately 
600 to 2,500 acres. These roads total approximately IT miles in 
length within the unit. Several additional ways exist in the RNA 
which are still occasionally used by recreationists. Closures have 
been made on some ways to control off road vehicle use. 

Topography in the Lost "Forest is flat to gently rolling with basalt 
outcrops rising 100-200 feet above the surrounding landscape. 

The RNA is found is a sagebrush juniper area and supports an isolated 
remnant ponderosa pine forest (see supplemental values). 

The roads in the area preclude any single portion of the RNA meeting 
the basic 5,000 acre requirement for wilderness designation. 

/" 

Summary: I. Does the area have at least 5,000 acres of contiguous 

land and is it of sufficient size to make practicable 

its preservation and use in an unimpaired condition? 

YES NO (circle one) 

2. Docs the island have sufficient size to make practicable 

its preservation and use in an unimpaired condition? 

YES NO (circle one) 

Portions of the area may be manageable as a unit of 'less than 5,000 
acres. A 

SIGNATURE: DATE: -/A"/ 7 ■> 

(Who-I) id analysis and when) 

Field observations were made in early November, 1978 with Dennis Hill, Out¬ 
door Rec. Planner, Lakeview District Office, March 14, 1979 with Ed Depaoli, 
Area Manager and Art Gerity District Manager. March 20, 79, with Jack Des¬ 
mond representing Friends of the Oregon Desert and Oregon Wilderness Coalition 
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UNIT NO. 0R-010-12 

2. NATURALNESS 

Narrative: Natural conditions in the Lost Forest are imapired by the 
presence of roads, ways and past off road vehicle use. Evidence of log¬ 
ging operations in the early 1950's still remains evident in the form of 
stumps and cut snags over approximately 2/3 of the unit. These operations 
took place in all portions of the forest occupied by ponderosa pine. 
Roads and skid trails were seeded with crested wheatgrass at the conclusion 
of operations. 

Areas of the Lost Forest near Sand Dunes on the east and in the juniper 
stands on the west retain a more natural appearance aside from roads. 

A large rock outcrop in the south central portion of the unit has been 
impacted by recreation use in the form of off road vehicle scarrings. 
The area has also been heavily used by picnickers and campers and shows 
considerable impacts of this occupancy in soil compaction, fire pits and 
refuse. 

Summary: Does the area or island generally appear to have been affected 

primarily by the forces of nature, with the imprint of man's 

work substantially unnoticeable? 

YES NO (circle one) 

SIGNATURE: £^ ///_ ■_ DATE: ? V 

✓ 

3SX93EIW*VM.«i,JU’. WWW* 





UNIT NO.OR-010-12 

3. CCTSTit 30 0? 7073313 707. SOLITUDE OR A. PR 3. HIVE AND 3 CO NT 3 ED 

ON .0317SIS 

A. SOLITUDE 

Narrative: The existing roads in the area combined with the 

.generally flat terrain severely limits opportunity for solitude 
in the area. 

Assuming closure of roads in the area, the topography, size 
and low density of tree growth over most of the area would 
still limit opportunities for solitude. The area could 
provide solitude for small numbers of visitors, but large groups 
or heavy visitor use would limit the potential for avoidance. 

Summary: Docs the area havp outstanding opportunities for solitude? 

YES NO (circle one) 

SIGNATURE : __DATE ; ■ 'ul'Jx JLj.- 

\ 
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UNIT NO. 0R-010-12 

B. PRIMITIVE AND UNCONFINTD RECREATION 

Narrative: The Lost Forest offers an excellent opportunity 
for nature study. 

Elements of recreation such as backpacking, rock climbing, and 
other persuits are somewhat limited in view of the size of 
the area. Impacts related in the naturalness evaluation could 
also tend to limit the use of the area for unconfined recreation. 
The area is suitable for these pursuits, but not outstanding in 
character. No free water is available in the area and this 
would be a limiting factor in summer months to non-mo tori zed 
entry. 

Recreation use of the area in winter and spring months is some¬ 
what limited by weather effects on roads in the general area. 
Many of the access routes to Lost Forest are not passable during 
these months. 

Summary: Does the area have outstanding opportunities for a primitive 

and unconfined type of recreation? 

YES NO (circle one) 

SIGNATURE: i ^ DATE: •; 





UNIT NO.0R-010-12 

4. SUPPLEMENTAL VALUES 

Narrative: The Lost Forest was designated as a research natural area 
to recognize and protect this unique environment. The area represents 
a disjunct ponderosa pine forest growing in an arid region some 40 miles 
removed from the nearest ponderosa growing in normally anticipated 
conditions. 

The low rainfall, 9.6 inches per year, is offset by sandy deep soils 
to allow ponderosa to survive and reporduce in this isolated area. 
Research has also found that Lost Forest ponderosa pine seed germinate 
more rapidly than seed obtained from three other sources. (Berry, 1963) 
Berry suggested that a rapidly triggered germinative ability was a drought- 
adaptive mechanism that had become fixed in the Lost Forest ponderosa pine 
ecotype. ^ ^ . 

The "emigrant road" through the Lost Forest is of historic significance. 
It was established in 1862 as a road from Jacksonville Oregon to Boise 
Idaho. .The road was probably instrumental in settling the Fort Rock- 
Christmas Valley area. 

Summary: Does the area contain ecological, geological, or other features 

of scientific, educational, scenic, or historical value? 

SIGNATURE: 

YES NO (circle one) 





UNIT NO. 0R-010-12 

5. POSSIBILITY OF CERTAIN AREAS RETURNING TO A NATURAL CONDITION 

Narrative: Man's impacts on desert environments and in the Lost 
Forest are subject to extremely long recovery periods. The effects of 
logging in the early 1950's are still much in evidence today. Roads 
created in the area would likwise take extremely long periods to 
recover to natural conditions. 

The conditions on the Lost Forest determined to be unnatural would 
require more than hand labor and natural process to revert to substan¬ 
tially unnoticeable levels. 

Summary: If the area or island were to become a wilderness area, could 

the imprint of man's work be reduced by either natural 

processes or by hand labor to a level judged to be substan¬ 

tially unnoticeable? 

YES NO (circle one) 

SIGNATURE: DATE: 
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1 

2 

BEFORE THE LAKE COUNTY BOARD OF COMMISSIONERS 

STATE OF OREGON 

l^MAY 14 

H£C. 
r N 0 j J' ' 

fWcio j i~ 

3 IN THE MATTER OF ADOPTING A RESOLUTION ) 
COMMENDING THE BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT) 

4 FOR WITHDRAWING THE LOST FOREST FROM ) 
WILDERNESS STUDY. 

5 

6 WHEREAS, the Lost Forest of Nor 

RESOLUTION 
jT 
r 

' * : . 

i 

-gz 
t- — 

! 
- 

i'fAO C A 3 ILCMT*^ 

7 that supports a stand of Ponderosa Pine, relict of an ancient forest; and 

8 WHEREAS, the area of 8,560 acres has been considered for Wilderness 

9 status and the Bureau of Land Management has proposed that the area not be 

10 recommended for inclusion in the National Wilderness System; and 

11 WHEREAS, the Lost Forest has been subjected to uses by man since he 

12 first entered Lake County in earliest pioneer times, its trees being taken 

13 and used by homesteaders and ranchers for buildings and firewood, its area 

14 being traversed by roads and trails, and at least two commercial logging 

15 operations having occurred in the Lost Forest; and 

16 WHEREAS, the existence of these many marks of man effectively 

17 removes the area from consideration within Wilderness System objectives; and 

18 WHEREAS, the Bureau of Land Management has designated the area of 

19 the Lost Forest as a Research Natural Area, preserving it for research 

20 studies of soil, climate, tree see germination and other factors which 

21 make it possible for the arid region to support pine trees some forty miles 

22 from that species' normal zone; and 

23 WHEREAS, the designation of Research Natural Area will very well 

24 protect the Lost Forest from further development, timber harvest or damage 

25 by man, while enabling scientific research to be carried out; now 
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THEREFOR, BE IT RESOLVED by the Board of Commissioners of Lake 

County Oregon, that the Bureau of Land Management be commended for not putting 

the Lost Forest in Wilderness status which could prevent installation of 

devices that might be needed by research projects. 

DATED this seventh day of May, 1979 

LAKE COUNTY BOARD OF COMMISSIONERS 

"\ /■' - / 
, * .. _i_C _ 

George Carl on/Chai rman 

/ 

- 

Louis V. Lamb, Commissioner 

_ ^ / ' 

Leslie Shaw, Commissioner 
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STATE OF OREGON 

UAKEVIEW. OREGON 97830 

GKOKGECAKLON LKSLIK SHAW LOUIS LAMB 

May 7, 1979 

/-/** -so 

Art Gerity, District Manager 
Lakeview District 
Bureau of Land Management 
P.O. Box 151 
Lakeview, OR 97630 

Dear Art: / ' 

The Lake County Board of Commissioners agrees with the BLM decision 
to exclude the Lost Forest from further wilderness consideration. 

The area is unique inasmuch as it supports a relict stand of 
Ponderosa Pine, and should be continued as a research natural area. 
But man has left there some very obvious signs of his own hand — 
stumps from logging operations, roads, etc.,-- and the area is in no 
way suitable now as wilderness. 

Sincerely, 

LAKE COUNTY BOARD OF COMMISSIONERS 

£1 .i. 
George Carlon^ Chairman 

Louis V. 

* 

■z 
Lamb, Commissioner 

Leslie Shaw, Commissioner 





regon Wilderness Coalition 
Main Office, P.O. Box 3066, Eugene, Oregon 97403 (503) 686-5014 

Metro Office, 2637 SW Water Street, Portland, Oregon 97201 (503) 222-1963 

Eastern Oregon Field Office, Box 334, Joseph, Oregon 97846 (503) 426-4297 

April 1, 1979 

Doug Troutman 
Wilderness Coordinator 
Lakeview BLM District 
Lakeview, OR 

Dear Doug, 

Forthwith is our proposal for Lost Forest. We are proposing a 
four-unit \rilderness area which would include Lost Forest, the sand 
dunes, a part of Fossil Lake, areas in roadless area //1-12, 1-9, and 
1-25. We feel that it is necessary to study the entire ecosystem and 
not to arbitrarily divide sections of the area as is being done in the 
present inventory. 

/ 

A University of Oregon class will be going out to Lost Forest during 
the weekend of May 12-13 to visit. I myself will also be going out with 
the group. You are quite welcome to spend a day or the weekend with us. 

Hope to see you at the desert conference. 

U1 

;jack Desmond 

We are not so poor we must destroy our wilderness, nor so rich we can afford to. —newton drury 





Lost Forest 

Lost Forest is probably one of the most disturbed areas that has ever 

been established as a research natural area. Logging, grazing, and roads 

have all impacted the area yet its very uniqueness was so outstanding it 

was set aside as a research natural area.- 

The present policy of the BLM to discourage visitors to the RNA by not 

posting signs or upgrading the roads is commendable. Lost Forest and the 

surrounding area is a fragile ecosystem which can not or should not sustain 
/ 

large numbers of visitors. Regardless of the outcome of its study*for 

wilderness designation, all management activities should be directed towards 

minimizing impact so that the site may be used as a baseline area where 

effects of human activities can be measured and as a gene pool preserve. 

Intrusions 

Some comment has been made regarding the 1954 logging which is evident 

in the central portion of the forest. Obviously, each individual would react 

differently to the sight of these stumps, but we suspect most people hardly 

even notice them. Logging is quite common in Oregon and the sight of stumps 

has come to have been perceived, unfortunately, by many people as almost a 

natural feature of the forest. It should also be noted the draft BLM interim 

management policies would allow thinning to occur in wilderness study areas. 

Thus, we feel the sight of a few stumps and minor traces of skid trails does 

not affect the naturalness of the area. 

Likewise, the impact of the roads and ways which crisscross the RNA 

is minimal. Due to the flatness of the terrain and the marginal condition 

of the roads and ways, it is difficult to see either a road or way more than 

50 feet away. The impact is just not that extensive. 

Offroad vehicle use is, unfortunately, noticeable throughout some parts 

ORV use is not a legitimate use of the RNA and can not be considered an 

adequate reason for denying an area for wilderness study. 

For a better understanding of man’s impact upon the area, a climb up 

to the small rock outcropping in section 33 ' will show how minimal the impact 

have been. From the rock outcropping, only small sections of the roads can 
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be seen "while no evidence of the logging is visible. Across the sweep of Lost 

Forest, Fossil Lake andthe sand dunes, natural areas dominate the vista. 

Roads or ways 

The Old Emigrant Trail road which runs east-west through Lost FoVest 

and the north-south road through the middle of the road are recognized by OWC 

as legitimate roads, though these themselves would hardly qualify as all- 

weather roads. In the winter, travel on these roads is restricted to four- 

wheel vehicles. All other passages for vehicles in Lost Forest and the 

surrounding areas are ways, according to the definition of a road. This also 

includes a way which runs along the northwest boundary of the RNA(sections 

20-21), which, if we understand correctly, the BLM has claimed is a road. 

We feel this way/road does not adequately meet the definition of a road nor 

does it have any outstanding purpose which could not be served by the other 

two roads. 

Regardless of how one defines this way/road, we feel it should be closed. 

A closure would protect the northern part of the area from undue defredation 

and would allow a person to experience a greater sense of solitude in the 

area. 

i 
\ 

l 

Wilderness misconceptions 

The word wilderness suffers from many common misconceptions and pre¬ 

judgements. Urbanites perceive a campground in the heart of a forest as 

wilderness. Others see wilderness as a red-flag saying off-limits to every¬ 

one and everything. Even a public figure so intelligent as Governor Dixie 

Lee Ray of Washington claimed that wilderness wasn't good for anything because 

you couldn't hunt, fish, light fires, or even camp in wildernesses. Her mis¬ 

conceptions are shared by many who think in terms of wilderness being ohly 

lofty rocky peaks, alpine lakes, and rushing streams which can be used only 

by the occasional "elitist backpacker." 

Rather, wilderness is multiple-»use and can be used as a management tool 

to attain many objectives. Grazing, fishing, hunting, camping, wildlife 

habitat are several of the multiple-uses available in wilderness. About the 

only uses not allowed are motorized use and logging. 

Wilderness does not close off an area. Rather, it enhances other resources 

and the adjacent areas. Higher water quality is retained in wilderness areas, 





unlike logged areas which are a continual source of sedimentation, to 

streams and rivers which impact fisheries. 

Big game animals are able to seek refuge in wilderness areas from 

road hunters. And, wilderness are a source of gene pools and can pro¬ 

vide a baseline from which we can judge environmental degradation'. 

Proposals 

Though we realize the BLM is only studying Lost Forest RNA during 

this phase of the inventory, nature is not bounded by such artificial con- 

cepts, nor do we feel bounded by those same constraints. In order to pro¬ 

tect the entire ecosystem, we are proposing lands adjacent the RNA which 

wiii studied for wilderness by the BLM later this summer. At this 

point, we must note /that the RNA was originally proposed to be 20,000 acres, 

but was scaled back. 

Our four-unit proposal icludes part of the Fossil Lake area, the 

shifting sand dunes, Lost Forest, and areas to the east and north of the 

RNA.(see map). We also feel the PP&L wilderness inventory was inadequate. 

One line sentences describing the scenic values of thousands of acres or 

stating that the sand dunes may have educational values falls far short 

what can be considered an adequate review. Thus, we are including areas 

\of the PP&L inventory in our proposal. 

Rationale 

We are proposing a four unit proposal because it would provide the 

greatest protection for a unique ecosystem. We feel this ecosystem quali¬ 

fies for wilderness because the units contain over 5000 acres, opportunities 

for solitude and primitive recreation exist, and the impact of man is not 

substantial. The area contains ecological, geological, scenic, historical, 

and other features of scientific concern, as specified under the Wilderness 

Act. 

Lost Forest contains unusual ecological features because the area sup¬ 

ports ponderosa pine trees though it receives only one half of the necessary 

rainfall. The forest is a relic of a more extensive ponderosa pine forest 

which existed 4000 years ago. 

Lost Forest contains many historical values such as the Old Emigrant 

Trail. The area has moderate scenic values which increase as one begins to 

appreciate the finer qualities of the desert. The scenic values of Lost 

Forest at night are especially impelling. The outlines of dead juniper 
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silhouetted against the night sky provide much beauty to one with a fertile 

imagination. 

Opportunities for primitive recreation abound in the forest. However, 

we do not believe the are should be open to extensive primitive recreation, 

in fact, definite limits will have to be set up in the near future. 

Though most people generally think of the desert as containing immense 

expanses of sand dunes, sand dunes are usually a small feature of the 

desert. The sand dunes to the south and west of Lost Forest are among the 

largest sand dunes located in the Oregon high desert. 

One of the primary reasons that the sand dunes should be allocated 

to wilderness is to prevent offorad vehicle use of the area. The sounds 

of unmuffled vehicles intrude into significant portions of the southern 

section of the forest. Further, the sand dunes are a scenic feature 

among themselves which should not have to bear the marks of wheeled tracks. 

Areas to the north and east of Lost Forest are included in the pro¬ 

posal because the areas are integral with the RNA. Inclusion of these 

areas would also increase the solitude and primitive recreation aspects 

of the RNA. 

Effects of wilderness designation 

\ 
Wilderness designation of Lost Forest and the surrounding ecosystem 

will not lock-up the land. The north-south, east-west roads will still be 

open which will allow people to drive their vehicles into parts of the 

area. Lost Forest will still be available to them. 

Offroad vehicle use of the sand dunes would be prohibited. In these 

days of increasing oil shortages, offroad vehicle use is a superfluous ac¬ 

tivity which will probably have to end within 10 years anyways. 

Nor would wilderness designation hinder fire suppression activities 

or emergency activities. Indeed, the entire area is in need of fire to burn 

off the accumulating underbrush and toxic pine needles. Fire would clear 

the area and, from past experience, increase the fertility of the soil. 
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The 
Wilderness 

Society 

& $ 

2637 S.W. Water Ave., Portland, Oregon 97201 (503) 223-1067 

March 30, 1979 

Doug Troutman 

Wilderness Specialist 

Bureau of Land Management 

Lakeview District Office 
P.0. Box 131 

Lakeview, Oregon 97630 

Dear Doug: 

Wi^-cie^®ss Society would like to recommend that the Lost Forest in 
the Ukev.ew BM District be designated a wilderness area. T^e entire eco- 

y em here is an unusual part of the high desert and should be preserved. 

?rd®r co protect its unique vegetation and delicate soil from off- 
ehicles, logging, and other intrusions, the area must be given some 

wllh we feel ic qualifies for wildernesf "penally 
with the addition of adjacent roadless areas. It offers both so itude and 
opportunity for primitive recreation. 

rptur^ffew roads m the area can be closed and, given time, will eventually 
return to a near-natural state. 1 

Thank you for giving us this opportunity to comment. 



' 

riJtvf^WfWTngswnim 

' 
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Ma^q, 1979 % 

Bureau of Land Management 
Lakeview District Office 
P. 0. Box 151 
Lakeview, Oregon 97630 

Subj: Lost Forest Research Natural Area - Instant Study Area 
Wilderness Review 

I have looked over the April 26 proposal to not recommend 
Wilderness status for the Lost Forest Research Natural Area. 
I understnad that this decision is limited to the current RNA 
only as it is now defined, and that the land involved will be 
re-considered later as a part of the total Lost Forest area 
v/ilderness review. If I understand correctly, the interim 
non-degradation rules will apply to this area through the 
regular wilderness assessment process, even though the area 
is not s^lec'ted for instant wilderness. 

I believe that this area, in general, should be given careful 
consideration for Wilderness status. The purpose of this 
letter is to clarify my undersanding of its interim status; 
and if my understanding is not correct, then to urge Instant 
Wilerness designation or equal action to prevent further 
degradation to this unique area, rending consideration of 
long-term protection. 

16109 NE 57th 
Redmond, Washington 93052 
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One Forest Under Two Flags 

WESTERN FORESTRY 

and CONSERVATION ASSOCIATION 
(Since 1909) 

. forest conservation through cooperative effort in Western North America 

AMERICAN BANK BUILDING 

PORTLAND. OREGON 97205 

PHONE: (503) 226.4362 STEELE BARNETT 

President 
Krm*st B. Corrick 

V7tf Presidents 
Oram Aim* nugh 
Ervin C. Scheider 
Howard Millan 

W Ltv Robinson 
•John 0. Miles 
Bussell Hudson 

Trustees 

Grant Ainscough 
A. B. Anderson 
Robert J. Anderson 
Ktl Baker 
Jern Behm 
Morris H. Bergman 
Larry Biasing 
Stewart Bledsoe 
AI Brennan 
W (*. Burch 
Kic hard Carlson 
William (1 Cothran 
Ernest B (‘omck 
Bruce Devin 
Reynold Dn khans 
Bov Klmgren 
BoU-ri A. Hansen 
Boltert Heldmg 
Kolk*rt (» Helgt?*on 
Richard Hirsvhl**rg 
Buxsell Hudson 
Stanley Hulett 
Roliert -I. Kirk 
Milton () Koppnng 
Into Liimatta 
•John Masson 
•tolin McMahon 
Darrell H McQuillan 
•John (1 Miles 
Howard Millan 
Ro!**rt J Muir 
David Brice 
In land M I’tigslev 
Douglas E. Hickson 
VV l.n* Robinson 
James Rydelius 
Hnir. <' Schekler 

•John Thurrt|)son 
K L. Williams 
Ted Young 

FOREST COUNSEL 

May 24, 1979 

Director 

Lakeview District Office 

Bureau of Land Management 

P. 0. Box 151 

Lakeview, Oregon 97630 

Dear Sir: 1 

Reference is made to the recent request for comment on your 

decision not to recommend Wilderness classification for the Lost 
Forest Research Natural Area. 

The Western Forestry and Conservation Association has long 

supported the concept of research natural areas and the ability to 

control entry into them. We are also on record as supporting the 

need for wilderness and the inclusion of some lands in the Wilder¬ 

ness system. We do not however feel that the two uses - research 

natural areas and wilderness - are necessarily compatible. While 

"wilderness" does have many restrictions relative to its use, it 

does imply ready access to any and all meeting the restrictions. 

Additional "Wilderness" designation does tend to invite visitiors 

into an area with the possible consequences of human disturbance 

of the ecosystem to be preserved. For these reasons we generally 

do not support the designation of research natural areas as 

wilderness. 

See re/ary 
Howard Millan 

Treasurer 
E. L William.- 

The Lost Forest does not truly serve the concept of a research 

natural area since it does bear considerable evidence of the effects 

of man upon the area. These same factors also make it unsuitable for 

A ssf. St ere tars Treasurer 
Kiina Keyes 

Hast president 
•John (’allaghan 

SB :k 

"Wilderness" classification. Therefore, we concur with your recom¬ 

mendation not to seek "Wildemess"status. 

Very truly yours, 

• > 

vi; L ^ 0C\. vLtX. 

Steele Barnett 

Forest Counsel 
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Bureau of Land Management 
District Manager, Lakeview District 
Lakeview, Oregon 

Survival Cencer 

Suite 1, EMU II 

University of Oregon 

Eugene, Oregon 97403 

503/686-4356 

May 22, 1979 

Dear Sir, 

We, the^Oregon Wildlands class from the University of Oregon, 
would like to express our gratitude to you for an incredible^ 
field trip to Lost Forest last weekend with Dennis Hill. The 
desert itself is awe-inspiring. However, Dennis made the experience 
mucl? richer through his geological explanations, leading us to 
Fossil Lake, the Dunes, and the Lost Forest, and his great 
enthusiasm for the land. 

We explored the sands of Fossil Lake, bending on our knees to 
touch the bones of animals and fish who lived 30,000 years ago. 
We sat by the water's edge and gazed at modern birds,of equal 
wonder, the American Avocets. From the dunes above Fossil Lake, 
Dennis pointed out the interdependence of the dune areas with the 
Lost Forest. Without the dunes the forest could not exist. This 
was a perfect example of what we are striving to learn in class,- 
that an environment cannot be separated from its surroundings,, &11 
are part of a community of interdependent parts. 

We learned also of the active geologic history of the area as we viewed 
the area from a high outcrop in Lost Forest and later as we explored 
the Crack in the Ground. 

An appreciation for the unique beauty of the area developed at the 
same time as a realization of the human destruction that can 
easily occur by those who go there not to appreciate, but only 
to recreate. Specifically, while we were there we ran into several 
motorcyle parties. Their tracks and the roar of the motors hera^ed 
their arrival from afar. If the BLM could be assured that these 
riders would keep to areas where the land can somewhat sustain 
th£±r impact;perhaps some use should be allowed. However, their 
actions towards us, such as deliberately gunning their motors las 
they approached us and then throwing up the dust in our faces and 
racing around our van and the BLM pick-up^take away any justification 
for their presence. It is important to realise that we are all visitora 
in the desEbt. Therefore, we must respect the land and all those 
who traverse it.We hope that unique areas such as the ones we visited 
will be included in the wilderness review and protected for all 
people to enjoy now and in the future. 

Educational experiences like this one can never be duplicated 
in the classroom.More people need to get out to the desert, 
watch the sunset, hear the coyotes howl at night, and meet 
someone such as Dennis . We feel very fortunate . 

Sincerely, 

,ln ?&■ wiidiands class 
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Oregon High Desert 

Study Group 

COLLEEN GOODING 
COORDINATOR 

POST OFFICE 80X 25 

March 27, 1979 

ACT INF G.i'/nr-• 
f DIST MQR 

EtA Rpm / ✓''A— 

CHOPN _ 1 
11g17aom 

LANOS 

MINERALS 

RANGE 

WILDLIFE | 

Bureau of Land Management 

Attn: Doug Troutman, Wilderness Specialist 

Lakeview District Office 

Post Office Box 151 

Lakeview, Oregon 9763Q, 

DECEIVED 

l, t p • r'.'l LAKEVIEW 

MAR 29 1979 

RE: Lost Forest 

Dear Doug, 

The Oregon High Desert Study Group feels that the Lost Forest, a 

biologically unique and valuable section of Oregon's High Desert, should 

be preserved in a state of minimum disturbance. Unfortunately, 

several roads already traverse the area, and ill-advised timber cutting 

has taken place. Nevertheless, most of the Lost Forest is still in a 

fairly pristine condition. On both sides of the major road which 

divides the region occur portions of the forest which when combined 

with adjacent roadless land would be well-qualified for wilderness 

designation. Opportunities for solitude and for outdoor recreation 

would be plentiful. Traces of the disturbance which has taken place in 

the past would gradually disappear. 

It is particularly important that vehicular use be limited in the 

Lost Forest. Soils are loose and highly erodible. Off-road vehicles are thus 

capable of creating a great deal of damage to the unusual plant communities. 

Wilderness status would be the best means of ensuring limitations. 

Sincerely yours. 

Colleen Gooding 

cc: The Wilderness Society/Joe Walicki 

The Sierra Club/Vawter Parker 
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COLLEEN GOODING 

COORDINATOR 

Oregon High Desert 

Study Group 

POST OFFICE BOX 25 

J_E.‘ • 

ST. PAUL, OREGON 97137 

May 30, 1979 

Bureau of Land Management 

Mr. Art Gerity, District Manager 

Lakeview District Office 
P.0. Box 151 

Lakeview, Oregon 97630 

Dear Mr. Gerity, 

The Oregon High Desert Study Group recommends that the Lost Forest 
Instant Study Area, Unit it 1-12, be dropped from the wilderness review. 

Because of the size and the roads which bisect the Lost Forest, the 
area cannot be managed as a Wilderness Area. 

We believe the roadless units to the north and contiguous to 

the Research Natural Area, as well as the Christmas Valley Sand Dunes, 

Unit 1-24, meet the criteria of FLPMA, section 603, and should be included 
into the intensive inventory stage of the review process. 

Sincerely yours. 

(U- 

Colleen Gooding 

// r 

cc: Murl Storms, State Director 

Senator Mark Hatfield 

Senator Bob Packwood 

Representative A1 Ullman 

Joe Walicki, The Wilderness Society 

Vawter Parker, Sierra Club 

John Platt, Oregon Environmental Council 
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BUI INITIAL WILDERNESS INVENTORY 

Date SJlkd 21 

PUBLIC COMMENT SHEET 

Comments by 1^,'ddsiyd 
(Name) 

Address ail 
Meeting attended Sa / eAf 

asjy i/> 

? 

Inventory Unit Number K $QE 
(Area on which you want to comment) 

District Lrf Ae \j}e L )_ 
PLEASE CHECK: 

Area should___should not 

be more intensively inventoried. 

You may find it convenient to submit your comments on a specific roadless area 
or island by addressing^ one or both of these criteria. 

Natural Conditions . Are the imprints of man's work substantially 

unnoticeable? What man-made features are you aware of in the inventory 
unit? 

There flood 5 47 tr y-^'^9 Ike T> Ay^ 

0 }v\ a h \ - • <f u’C > y 
r ’ / 77 

jr u / ri <° & T 7 e 

a? ^ r uu e L U 1 L~eJ rf /u d 1 UJ, lL 

AJO 1 be y <£ M 0 L> e < d - 

Does the area or island provide outstanding opportunities for solitude or a 

primitive and unconfined type of recreation? Why or why not? 

T\e«re< ie> L-e Road? d 
7]^ dae$ 

l ■50!' 

CL I / CTc lei '! 5' J, r „ Z( q, ,CL, t J 5 

' 4/ 
•Tv 

over 
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BLM INITIAL WILDERNESS INVENTORY 

PUBLIC COMMENT SHEET 

Date 5// b!7 <7‘_ 

Comments by H f..C„ , 
Inventory Unit Number / ~~ / 2 

(Area on which you want to comment) 

<2 "3 
Address ±0 

W\ 

(Name) 
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MOn 
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PLEASE CHECK: 

UajO- 2AJ±&u^ 
Meeting attended_Ofl, | £ w P P PflaArea should ,X should not 

be more intensively inventoried. 

You may find it convenient to submit your comments on a specific roadless area 

or island by addressing^pne or both of these criteria. 

Natural Conditions. Are•the imprints of man’s work substantially 

unnoticeable? What man-made features are you aware of in the inventory 

"* AlHo J U</d " 1 ' ^ unit? 
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2. Does the area or island provide outstanding opportunities for^solitude ^or 

primitive and unconfined type of recreation? Why or why not? 
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'X?-. *<4 
Sandra djedrich 

DIRECTOR 

PHONE 756-2563 ' 

/ ->? -3J 

June 22, 1979 

Re: Proposal to exclude BLM Research Natural Areas from Wilderness 

Designation / 

Dear Sir: , 

In compliance with the regional clearinghouse procedures as specified in 

the Office of Management and Budget Circular A-95, as revised, the Coos- 

Curry Council of Governments on June 14, 1979, reviewed the BLM proposal 

to exclude BLM Research Natural Areas from Wilderness Designation. 

In reviewing the proposed project, the Council noted BLM's rationale was 

that four of the five research natural areas are much smaller than 5,000 

acres and the fifth area is covered with roads while Wilderness areas are 

supposed to be 5,000 acres in size and virtually free of roads. The 

Council further noted the Cherry Creek Resource Natural Area is recommended 

for non-inclusion in the wilderness designation and that the Western Juniper 

and Lost Forest Resource Natural Areas will be considered in conjunction 

with their surroundings to determine if the overall area has wilderness 

characteristics. The Council unanimously approved a favorable review of 

this proposal. 

Should you have any questions regarding this action by the Council, please 

do not hesitate to contact us. 

SD/tam 

cc: State Clearinghouse 

Sincerely, 

\ V v < 
Sandra Diedrich 

Director 

V- ‘ A '>£• J 
m ' *v COOS COUNTY PORT CRFORD 

f CURRY COUNTY POWERS 
BANDON PORT OF BANOON 

MEMBER AGENCIES 

COOS bay school district 
COQUILIE SCHOOL DISTRICT 
BANDON SCHOOL DISTRICT 
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Executive Department 

INTERGOVERNMENTAL RELATIONS DIVISION 
ROOM 306, STATE LIBRARY BLDG., SALEM, OREGON 97310 

May 29, 1979 

Stanley D. Lester, Chief 
Branch of Lands, Minerals & Recreation 
Bureau of Land Management 
Oregon State Office 
P.0. Box 2965 
Portland, ORegon 97034 

SUBJECT: Lost Forest, Western Juniper, Little Sink, Brewer 
Spruce'and Douglas Fir "Instant Wilderness Study Areas" 
PNRS 7904 5 1330 

This is to notify you that the State Clearinghouse has 
requested an extension of review time as allowed by 0MB 
Circular A-95. 

We will attempt to expedite matters in order to cause 
you the least possible inconvenience. 

KWtmob 
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Forestry Department 

OFFICE OF STATE FORESTER 
2600 STATE STREET. SALEM. OREGON 97310 PHONE 378-2560 

May 21, 1979 

Murl W. Storms 
Oregon State Director, BLM 
729 N.E. Oregon Street 
Portland, Oregon 97208 

Dear Murl: 

The Department of Forestry has 

res®arch Natural areas 
llderness characteristics and 

wilderness study. Our comments 

reviewed the BLM proposal 
in Oregon do not have 

should receive no further 
are attached. 

that 

We afipreoiate the opportunity to provide 

completina^th ' “"h h°pe °ur com™ents completing this phase of the study 

our 
are 

perspective on 
helpful to you in 

JES:j r 
1506B 

> ctp\ 

Sinoftrely-, 

<&I] 0 ( 

E. Schroeder 
State Forester 
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SIERRA CLUB ... Oregon Chapter 
2637 S.W. Water St. Portland. Oregon 97201 

CH_OP N 

CH ADM 

1253 Ferry St. #6 
Eugene, OR 97401 

deceived 

3’~M LAKEVIEW 

trc 

rt/.Olo' 

Don Geary 
3LM State office 
P 0 Box 2965 
Portland, OR 97208 

'"m 0E3 

Dear Don, 

The following are my comments regarding the decision 
that the roadless areas of Lost Porest PITA lack wilder¬ 
ness qualities. 

Obviously, there is a contradiction between these two 
studies. I would like to know which study has'; precedence? 
I feel that this is a problem which may arise in the fu- 

- ture and that a precedent should be set in this case. I 
would like a written statement from the 3LM regarding which 
study has precedence .and the reasons why it does. 

I have previously written a letter why I feel the 
area is substantially free from the works of man and I will 
once again reiterate my spport that Lost Porest RITA deserves 
further wilderness study. 

cc: Buck Parker 
Colleen Gooding 
Andy Kerr 





Jack Desmond 
12S3 Ferry Street, Ho, 6 
Eugene, Oregon 97401 

Dear Mr. Desmond: 

iiST Man 

■iTllPM 

;M 0 PN 

Ih'aov 

.ANOS 

>TTnerals_ 

'ANliE 

OVlF- 

8500 (933) 

w i r. t t v e a 

OLS 
*> LAKE 

i '>*Lt - «EAP CA^iaXg1 

T°“.M*** *^out tf'e relationship bo tween the wildernesa Inventory 
conducted along the propoaed right-of-way for a Pacific Power and 
Light Company transaction line and the wilderness inventory of the 
Lost Forest Instant Study Area. 

"The inventory along the power line right-of-way identified lands 
which do not have wilderness characteristics and lands on which a 
decision on wilderness characteristics was deferred. Lands in the 
southern part of the Instant Study Area (ISA) fell in the latter 
category. Our proposed decision on the current inventory of the 
ISA is that the area, in and of itself, does not have wilderness 
characteristics. Those portions of the ISA which fora parts of 
roadless areas which have not been determined to lack wilderness 
characteristics will be intensively inventoried later this year. 
Those roadless areas are identified as Inventory Units 1-9, 1-12 
and 1-24 on the aap we sent you April 6. Be will announced pro¬ 
posed decision on whether these units should be wilderness study 
areas early next year. 

Please let us know if you have further questions. 

Sincerely yours, 

Huati SHZRa 

Chief, Division of Resources 

dt: 

933:DGeary:db 06-18-79 
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OREGON PROJECT NOTIFICATION AND REVIEW SYSTEM 

STATE CLEAR I NGHUUbE O-A- 37 

Inte»genAernm*Atai Relations Division 
Room 306, St&te Library Building 

Salem, Oregon 97310, Phone: 378-3732- 

STATE A-95 REVIEW CONCLUSIONS 

Applicant: --U rS^—Fores-t -Servioa- 

Project Title: -LOS-t- 

Spruce and 
UATE: „ jimp 

Eoxest Wai-tetn 
Douglas Fir " 

■12-, 1 9 79 

-Juniper/ Li-ttl-e Sink, Brewer 
Instant Wilderness Study1* 

The state has reviewed your project and reached the following 
conclusions: 

/ ' 

No significant conflict with the plans, policies 
or program^ of state government have been 
identified 

vx'xsxkxx&a 

Relevant comments of state agencies are attached 
and should be considered in the final design of 
your proposal. 

□Potential conflicts with the plans and programs 
of the state agency(s) have been satisfactorily 
resolved. No significant issues remain. 

Significant conflicts with the plans, policies or 
programs of state government have been identified 
and remain unresolved. The final proposal has been 
reviewed and the final comments and recommendations 
of the state are attached. 

NOTICE TO FEDERAL AGENCY 
The following is the officially 
assigned State Identifier Number: 

7904 ^ 1730 
• 

This number should be used on 
correspondence and particularl 
SF 424 as required by OMB A-98 

al 1 
y on 
• 

A copy of this notification and attachments, if any, must 
your application to the federal agency as required by OflB 
Comments of the appropriate local reviewing agencies will 
to you separately and must also be included. 

accompany 
A-95. 
be submitted 
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OREGON f’^OJJ^CT NOT'.RCATiO', i AND^iEViEW SYSTEM 
"■ /-/?-£ a 

STATE CLEARINGHOUSE 0-(\-3i 

Intergovernmental Relations Division 
DTATn 1,1 BKARY BLDG , Da 1 cm , Or egon 97 310 

ROOM 306 Phono: 378-3732 

u loot »_790.4. 5 13 '3Q i‘ f:tuc n Date: HAY 2 5 1979 
> Aqency Addressed: The; attached has boon submitted Cor your information 

to solicit comments. Your comments, if any, must be received by the 
,ove date in order to receive consideration. 

t't 

The Oregon DoparLr.ieut of Fish and Wildlife agrees that the five Instant 

Wilderness Study Areas" administered by BLM in Oregon do not have 

Wilderness characteristics. However, these research natural areas 

contain unique flora and fauna characteristics and should be preserved. 
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Forestry Department 

OFFICE OF STATE FORESTER 
2600 STATE STREET. SALEM. OREGON 97310 PHONE 373-2560 

May 21, 1979 

Hurl W. Storms 
Oregon State Director, BLM 
729 N.E. Oregon Street 
Portland, Oregon 97208 

/' 

Dear Murl: 
♦ 

The Department of Forestry has reviewed the BLM proposal that 
the five research natural areas in Oregon do not have 
wilderness characteristics and should receive no further 
wilderness study. Our comments are attached. 

We appreciate the opportunity to provide our perspective on. 
this proposal, and we hope our comments are helpful to you in 

completing this phase of the study. 

Sincerely-?*. 

(O 
I 

\ / 
\ a_. j-. t 
. t '-i x- <-> 

J. E. Schroeder 
State Forester 

JES:j r 
1506B 
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BLM Research Natural Areas Proposed 

To Be Excluded From Wilderness Designation 

solitude or primitive, unconfined recreation. 

The five research natural areas on BLM land in Oregon have been 
evaluated and described in detail in terms of the key 
wilderness characteristics. On the basis of these key 

characteristics the research natural areas do not offer the 
prerequisite qualities for wilderness. The Department of 
Forestry concurs with the BLM proposal that these research 
natural areas should not receive further consideration for 
wilderness designation. 

As noted in the BLM Wilderness Inventory Handbook, there are 
established management methods for conserving the unique 
features of these natural areas. In some cases, use and 
management of natural areas is more restrictive than that which 
would be applied under wilderness designation. These generally 
small areas should be managed to protect their unique natural 
features. However, acreage in excess of that needed to 
maintain an area's unique natural feature should be returned to 
the normal land use planning process. It appears that the Lost 
Forest Natural Area may be in this category. 

DD: j r 
1506R 
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